From: Carolyn Martinez
Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 7:51 AM
To: envcomments

First sent December 8, 2020

January 28, 2021

Mayor Lori Lightfoot
City Hall
121 North LaSalle Street

Chicago, IL. 60602

Good day Mayor Lightfoot:
My name is Carolyn Martinez a resident & a grandmother of 5 grandchildren on the South Eastside of Chicago.

Please receive this letter as a formal complaint against environmentally unsafe company (General Iron) which you wish
to bring into our community on the South Eastside) of Chicago.

Both my grandchildren as well as myself & many families on the Southeast Side have suffered much sickness such as
lung issues, sinus issues, heart disease & most currently, cancer from the many pollutant companies that have been
allowed in our community for years. These companies, just to name a few, US Steel Corporation, Wisconsin Steel,
Republic/LTV, KCBX & now General Iron. (Please provide other company names).

| believe as a resident of the Southeast Side of Chicago it is our duty to stand up & let

neighbors & residents know about the toxic legacy left behind by steelmakers & other companies that abandoned the
area in the 1980s and early '90s & now.

We & I'm sure most long term residents of this community are tired of being labeled an “illegal dump area.”

From what | have read about General Iron Its the shredding process, and the byproducts it produces such as auto fluff,
that has prompted numerous complaints from General Iron’s current Lincoln Park residents where they are located
now.

So as a parent & grandparent & a resident of the South Eastside of Chicago | say “enough is enough.”

Do the right thing Mayor Lightfoot. It is not all about the money, but about you serving the communities & residents of
the City of Chicago to do what is the best & overall right thing.

Our lives depend on it.

Sincerely,
A very concerned grandmother & resident

Of the South Eastside of Chicago

Carolyn Martinez Lodor



abs/cm

Sent from my iPhone



From: Thomas Stoodt
Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 9:01 AM
To: envcomments

Subject: Comments on RMG application to expand a recycling facility

I [Warning: External email]

Please see listed below my concerns with the revised application. Thank you.

There is a very clear question from CDPH at the bottom of page 4 of 24 in Addendum 1. Provide
the handling capacity and detailed specs of all structures and fixed equipment. The response (page
4-5 of 24 in Addendum 1) is inadequate on many levels. The requested “One-Line” diagram,
presumably similar to a process flow diagram, is not provided, instead it is an electrical load diagram
lacking material handling rates.

| agree with what may have been the intent of the CDPH question. Anyone evaluating the
suitability of equipment to process material would naturally want to review the individual equipment
specifications and insure that no piece was improperly sized. The mismatching of capacities of
individual equipment can create safety problems (which could be revealed in a HAZOP but unlike
chemical plants it is apparently not used as a tool here).

The general approach used here by the applicant is to simply say that everything is individually
oversized, so don’t worry about it. This is not good engineering design practice. CDPH (and the
public), | believe, wants to verify that the safety and pollution systems at this facility are properly sized
for the maximum rates that can be achieved with this assembly of equipment. This is different than
what rates are expected to be run normally. In rating of most industrial equipment, you start with the
maximum rate that the equipment can achieve and then add a safety factor on top of that. It is nearly
impossible here to find information to determine that the pollution and other systems will be adequate
at the maximum achievable rate. It is also questionable whether or not the dispersion study reflects
what would be expected at the maximum achievable rate.

Regards,

Tom Stoodt

Retired Chemical Engineer



Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 9:47 AM
To: envcomments
Subject: Please deny General Iron's final permit request

I [Warning: External email]

Dear Environmental Permitting and Inspections,

I’'m writing to demand that the City of Chicago deny the remaining Class IVB Large Recycling Facility Application permit
needed for RMG to operate their scrap metal recycler, formerly known as General Iron, at their new location 11600 S
Burley Avenue in the Southeast Side.

At the end of last year, the City responded to RMG’s final permit application with a letter of deficiency. | wholly agree
with this response. RMG’s permit application is “substantially deficient.” The deficiency letter underscores why the
community and the City cannot trust that RMG will operate a new facility at the 11600 S. Burley site safely and that
CDPH must not grant a permit to RMG for the new incarnation of General Iron on the Southeast Side. RMG has now
resubmitted their permit, but the problems and threats to the surrounding community are still there. The city therefore
must deny this new permit in order to protect the health and well being of the neighborhood.

During General Iron’s tenure in Lincoln Park, they proved time and again that they are not a good neighbor with fires &
explosions, City shut-downs, coating the neighborhood in toxic “fluff” and federal EPA citations. There is no reason to
believe moving to a new neighborhood will put an end to these harmful practices.

The Southeast side is already environmentally overburdened, with manganese, petcoke and landfill pollution already
impacting the health and safety of residents, and we must not continue to use the neighborhood as the City’s dumping
ground.

The Mayor promised environmental justice. To approve this move would be an injustice to the Southeast side. The City
promised the Southeast side transparency, but passed one of two City permits without informing residents. It’s time to
follow through on these promises and protect all the Chicago communities, not just those on the Northside.

Thank you for your consideration,

Sincerely,
Katie Maxwell

Chicago, IL 60647



From: Cind Cheers

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 10:54 AM
To: envcomments
Subject: Public Comment on RMG Amended Application

I [Warning: External email]

Hello,
My name is Cynthia Porras and | am a resident and tax payer. | stand in solidarity with 10th ward South East
Side residents against General Iron. | am writing to demand the city deny RMG/General Iron permit. The

Company has a track record of polluting the air in Lincoln Park, it was found to be unsafe to breath for
the air of a white neighborhood and was removed from Lincoln park. Our brown and black community
want to know why is it safe for the children of black and Latinos to breath the same polluted air and
not for white children. We have schools nearby. These are not the jobs we want. We want equality. A
true job creator would be bringing companies like amazon, Grubhub, to our area, that creates
hundreds of job and gives back to the community. Not a polluting company that will only
contaminate the lands, pollute the air, harm children, surrounding natural lands, and take away from
the community.

Firstly, the Chicago Department of Public Health (CDPH) and Public Health Commissioner Dr. Allison Arwady
has a duty and the authority to protect the public’s health. Therefore, | demand that CDPH and Dr. Arwady
protect the public’s health by exercising their duty, due diligence, and authority to deny General Iron the permit
to operate a Large Recycling facility on the Southeast Side.

The science behind the pollution putting the SE side community at risk is simple:

e Particulate matter (PM 10 & PM 2.5) will be released into our environment from RMG/General
Iron and go into our lungs and further compromise the immune system of 10th Ward residents.
Just because we cannot see it does not mean it is not there.

e A study conducted by George Washington Highschool, the high school directly across the road
from RMG/General Iron, found winds from RMG'’s location to blow Southwest to Northeast. With
the wind pattern present, the wind will carry pollutants directly to the learning environment of our
students and negatively impact their health.

+ According to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the World Health Organization
(WHO), chronic exposure to particulate matter and air pollutants results in higher asthma rates
amongst adolescents, higher lung cancer rates, depression, lower academic performance, and
a decreased life span.

Moving an industrial facility’s operations from a gentrified, mostly white neighborhood to a community with
majority Black, Brown, Immigrant, and working-class residents already overburdened with polluting industry is
a prime example of environmental racism. The City must deny the permit if it is to be in compliance with the US
Fair Housing Act.

Deny RMG/General Iron’s permit to operate a Large Recycling Facility. We deserve clean air.
Sincerely, cynthia


































































From: Constance Rihani_ >

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 11:41 AM
To: envcomments
Subject: Vote NO to Southside Recycling metal shredder permit

I [Warning: External email]

To Whom It May Concern:

| am contacting you to urge you to vote NO to the Southside Recycling metal shredder permit application. | have lived in
the surrounding neighborhood where the factory aims to relocate for twenty years and can speak personally about how
this shredder will impact mine and the lives of so many residents. | have a chronic respiratory illness that | fear will
worsen if this factory is allowed to move into this neighborhood. With the knowledge of where the factory is moving
from, it makes me wonder why this neighborhood was identified for its relocation. We are a proud, family-centered
neighborhood that many city residents often overlook. However, | am not only a resident but also a teacher at the
neighborhood high school; therefore, | can speak unequivocally about the concern that we feel about the factory's
relocation. As a hidden gem, the neighborhood is one that | and so many of my neighbors want to protect from
environmental contaminants that have the potential to harm our children as they play outside, our parents as they walk
their children to school, ourselves as we go about our daily lives. Given the threat that this factory poses to the
surrounding neighborhood, | strongly urge you to vote NO to the Southside Recycling metal shredder permit
application.

Sincerely,
Constance Rihani, Ed.D, NBCT



From: Natasha Malone _ >

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 12:25 PM
To: envcomments
Subject: ATTENTION - PERMIT FOR SOUTHSIDE RECYCLING

I [Warning: External email]

Good day,

| am writing to request that the City of Chicago for "No" to permit SouthSide Recycling companies like General Iron and
or any other comparable company to work in the neighborhood | reside in, raise a family in, and work in. As a mother,
member, and teacher in the community, | know the dangers a company like this can bring into the community.

General Iron has been known to have negatively impacted previous communities including exposures to fires,
explosions, air pollution, and noise. And | pray that the City of Chicago does not permit this type of company access to
an already highly industrial area.

In addition, | am also very disappointed in the actions of our City of Chicago leaders to even consider moving General
Iron from Lincoln Park to the Southside of Chicago. Doesn't the residents of this community mean anything to the
leaders considering this decision? How can you justify moving this highly contaminated company from a

privileged neighborhood to one that is already battling many obstacles?

As a mother, | want to protect my children's health. As a community member, | want to protect the health of my
neighbors. As a teacher, | want to protect my students and their families.

Please vote NO and do not let General Iron move into this neighborhood.

Natasha Malone
Resident

Chicago, IL, 60633



From: Michael Porras_ >
Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 12:26 PM
To: envcomments

I [Warning: External email]

PUBLIC COMMENT email script (SPANISH):
Fecha:
Hola,

Mi nombre es y SOy un/a , (padre, estudiante, miembro de la comunidad, residente, etc.)
Me solidarizo con los residentes del distrito 10 del Southeast Side contra General Iron. En primer lugar, el
Departamento de Salud Publica de Chicago (CDPH) y la Comisionada de Salud Publica, la Dra. Allison
Arwady, tienen el deber y la autoridad de proteger la salud publica. Por lo tanto, exijo que el CDPH y la Dra.
Arwady protegen la salud publica ejerciendo su deber, diligencia debida y autoridad para negarle a General
Iron el permiso para operar una fabricas de reciclaje grande en el lado sureste, a unas cuadras de George
Washington Highschool

La ciencia detras de la contaminacién que pone en riesgo a la comunidad del sureste es sencilla:

¢ Contaminacién de material particulado (PM10 y PM2.5)

e se liberara en nuestro medio ambiente desde RMG / General Iron y entrara en nuestros pulmones
comprometiendo aun mas el sistema inmunolégico de los residentes del distrito 10. El hecho de que no
podamos verlo no significa que no esté alli la contaminacién.

Un estudio conducido por George Washington High School,

la escuela secundaria directamente al otro lado de la calle de RMG / General Iron, encontré que el
viento natural tiende a soplar del sureste al noreste, atravesando la ubicacion de RMG. Tomando en
cuenta este hecho natural, por ende el viento llevara contaminantes

« directamente de la fabrica al entorno de aprendizaje de nuestros estudiantes y afectara negativamente
su salud.

Segun la Agencia de Proteccién Ambiental (EPA) y la Organizacion

Mundial de la Salud (WHQO), la exposicién crénica a particulas finas de contaminantes en el aire
resulta en tasas mas altas de asma entre jovenes y tasas mas altas de cancer de pulmoén, depresién,
menor rendimiento académico y una esperanza de vida significativamente

reducida en afos.

Reubicar las operaciones de una instalacién industrial de una comunidad predominantement blanca, a una
comunidad con mayoria de residentes de color, inmigrantes y de clase trabajadora, que ya estan
sobrecargados por el legado de multiples industrias contaminantes, es un excelente ejemplo de racismo
ambiental. La Ciudad de Chicago debe denegar el permiso, para el bien de sus residentes y en acorde a la
Ley de Vivienda Justa de EE. UU.



Si no niegan este permiso, el liderazgo de la ciudad de Chicago estara deliberadamente sub-valorando
nuestras vidas, y reduciendo de manera consciente afios de nuestras vidas a expensas de otro depdsito de
chatarra

Por estas razones, exijo a la Ciudad de Chicago negar el permiso de RMG / General Iron.Merecemos
dignidad. Merecemos el derecho a una vida plena.. Merecemos aire limpio.

Sinceramente,
( nombre aqui)



From: Michael Porras _>
Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 12:29 PM
To: envcomments

I [Warning: External email]

PUBLIC COMMENT email script (SPANISH):
Fecha:
Hola,

Mi nombre es Michael y SOy un/a , (padre, estudiante, miembro de la comunidad, residente, etc.)
Me solidarizo con los residentes del distrito 10 del Southeast Side contra General Iron. En primer lugar, el
Departamento de Salud Publica de Chicago (CDPH) y la Comisionada de Salud Publica, la Dra. Allison
Arwady, tienen el deber y la autoridad de proteger la salud publica. Por lo tanto, exijo que el CDPH y la Dra.
Arwady protegen la salud publica ejerciendo su deber, diligencia debida y autoridad para negarle a General
Iron el permiso para operar una fabricas de reciclaje grande en el lado sureste, a unas cuadras de George
Washington Highschool

La ciencia detras de la contaminacién que pone en riesgo a la comunidad del sureste es sencilla:

¢ Contaminacién de material particulado (PM10 y PM2.5)

e se liberara en nuestro medio ambiente desde RMG / General Iron y entrara en nuestros pulmones
comprometiendo aun mas el sistema inmunolégico de los residentes del distrito 10. El hecho de que no
podamos verlo no significa que no esté alli la contaminacién.

Un estudio conducido por George Washington High School,

la escuela secundaria directamente al otro lado de la calle de RMG / General Iron, encontré que el
viento natural tiende a soplar del sureste al noreste, atravesando la ubicacion de RMG. Tomando en
cuenta este hecho natural, por ende el viento llevara contaminantes

« directamente de la fabrica al entorno de aprendizaje de nuestros estudiantes y afectara negativamente
su salud.

Segun la Agencia de Proteccién Ambiental (EPA) y la Organizacion

Mundial de la Salud (WHQO), la exposicién crénica a particulas finas de contaminantes en el aire
resulta en tasas mas altas de asma entre jovenes y tasas mas altas de cancer de pulmoén, depresién,
menor rendimiento académico y una esperanza de vida significativamente

reducida en afos.

Reubicar las operaciones de una instalacién industrial de una comunidad predominantement blanca, a una
comunidad con mayoria de residentes de color, inmigrantes y de clase trabajadora, que ya estan
sobrecargados por el legado de multiples industrias contaminantes, es un excelente ejemplo de racismo
ambiental. La Ciudad de Chicago debe denegar el permiso, para el bien de sus residentes y en acorde a la
Ley de Vivienda Justa de EE. UU.



Si no niegan este permiso, el liderazgo de la ciudad de Chicago estara deliberadamente sub-valorando
nuestras vidas, y reduciendo de manera consciente afios de nuestras vidas a expensas de otro depdsito de
chatarra

Por estas razones, exijo a la Ciudad de Chicago negar el permiso de RMG / General Iron.Merecemos
dignidad. Merecemos el derecho a una vida plena.. Merecemos aire limpio.

Sinceramente,
(___Michael Porras nombre aqui)



From: Ava Malone

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 12:33 PM
To: envcomments
Subject: Vote NO to General Iron

I [Warning: External email]

Good Afternoon Leaders of the City of Chicago,

| am writing to request that the City of Chicago for "No" to permit SouthSide Recycling companies like General Iron and
or any other comparable company to work in the neighborhood | reside in, attend school in, and plan to raise my own
family in one day.

| love Hegewisch. | have lived here my whole life. | love walking around town and playing ball at the parks. | am very
worried about the negative impact a company like General Iron can have on my community and my life. General Iron
has been known to have negatively impacted previous communities including exposures to fires, explosions, air
pollution, and noise. And | pray that the City of Chicago does not permit this type of company access to an already
highly industrial area.

In addition, | am also very disappointed in the actions of our City of Chicago leaders to even consider moving General
Iron from Lincoln Park to the Southside of Chicago. Doesn't the residents of this community mean anything to the
leaders considering this decision? How can you justify moving this highly contaminated company from a

privileged neighborhood to one that is already battling many obstacles?

| want the City of Chicago to protect me, the people that live here, and the families that will continue to call Hegewisch
and the East Side home. Please vote NO and do not let General Iron move into this neighborhood.

Ava A. Malone
Resident

Chicago, IL, 60633



From: Thomas Stoodt >

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 1:18 PM

To: envcomments

Subject: Comments on RMG application to expand a recycling facility

Please see listed below my concerns with the revised application. Thank you.
Re: Truck Stacking Plan and Traffic Study

The truck stacking plan mentions an estimated peak traffic of 40 trucks per hour. Table 4 in the traffic study indicates 70 car
plus truck trips per hour. This is all on a crumbling stretch of 116th St. west of Avenue O. It was noted in the traffic report that
there is no posted speed limit on 116th St, so trucks can go at whatever speed they like exiting the facility towards an
intersection that includes a public park. This does not sound safe. The traffic report is focused on capacity and there is not a
single mention of safety. Imagine this load on that poorly maintained street in a Chicago winter with poor road conditions.

The traffic study does not mention how accessible the facility would be for the fire department in case of a large fire. It would
be very likely that the road in could be jammed with trucks with no room to pull over.

Regards,
Tom Stoodt
Retired Chemical Engineer



From: Jonathan VanderBrug _>

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 3:42 PM
To: envcomments
Subject: Public Comment on RMG Application (General Iron)

I [Warning: External email]

Dear Chicago Department of Public Health:

[ am writing to urge you to reject RMG’s permit application. General Iron should
not be located on the Southeast side.

The permit should be rejected so that the current and future health of the area’s
residents is safeguarded and nearby natural areas are protected.

This 1s not only an issue of the present and future, however, but also of honoring
the past. The area in question 1s close to the former site of the Jan Ton Farm, a
pivotal stop on the Underground Railroad. Escaping slaves walked on this land,
risking their lives to take the perilous journey to freedom.

Making the area even more vulnerable to pollution is therefore severely
disrespecting those escaped saves in particular and Black heritage in general.
(Also of note: it 1s completely antithetical to the Chicago City Council’s recent
action honoring the memory of Emmitt Till by recognizing the home where he
grew up; location matters.)

If the City truly cares about equity, Black culture, and the history of Chicago’s
involvement in the freedom struggle, then CDPH should deny RMG’s
application for a permit.

Sincerely,

Jonathan VanderBru

Chicago, IL 60630

Jonathan VanderBrug, MNA
Chicago, lllinois



From: Harley, Keith >

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 3:56 PM

To: envcomments

Subject: Public Comments - General Ill, LLC Amended Large Recycling Facility Permit Application
Attachments: SETF PCR Comments General Il Amended Permit Application.docx

Please be advised that I represent the Southeast Environmental Task Force and People for Community
Recovery.

Please accept the attachment as SETF-PCR comments on the Amended Large Recycling Facility Permit
Application submitted by General ITII, LLC (d/b/a Southside Recycling), 11554 S. Avenue O, Chicago, Illinois.

Keith Harley

Attorney for the Southeast Environmental Task Force and People for Community Recovery
Greater Chicago Legal Clinic, Inc. f/k/a Chicago Legal Clinic, Inc.

211 W. Wacker, Suite 750

Chicago, IL 60606

312-726-2938

kharlev(@kentlaw.iit.edu




January 29, 2021

Chicago Department of Public Health
333 S. State, Room 200

Chicago, IL 60604

Submitted Via Email To: envcomments@cityofchicago.org

Re: Large Recycling Facility Permit Application, General 111, LLC (d/b/a Southside Recycling),
11554 S. Avenue O — Chicago, Illinois

To The Chicago Department of Public Health:

Please be advised that | represent the Southeast Environmental Task Force (“SETF”’) and People
for Community Recovery (“PCR”). PCR and SETF are environmental education and advocacy
organizations based on Chicago’s southeast side. Their members include individuals who live,
work and recreate on the southeast side. These organizations and their members work to ensure
a healthy and safe environment for local residents, to preserve regional ecological resources and
to achieve a sustainable economy that enhances local communities.

People For Community Recovery was not a part of the original comments submitted by SETF on
January 14th, and now endorses those comments. Like SETF, PCR is working in collaboration
with the Chicago Southeast Side Coalition to Ban Petcoke and the Natural Resources Defense
Council, and endorses the comments submitted by these allied organizations on January 14" and
during this new round.

As an initial matter, SETF and PCR object to the bait-and-switch approach to public comments
being used by CDPH. Hundreds of commentators responded in good faith to CDPH’s request
for comments on the original application. Concurrent with the conclusion of that comment
period, CDPH allowed the applicant to submit an amended, substantially longer application that
requires entirely new review by members of the public. Even worse, CDPH limited the public
comment period on this amended application to only 14 days, making participation by many
members of the public burdensome and impracticable. If the applicant’s original application was
deficient as CDPH concluded, it should have been denied, and any subsequent application should
have triggered a new hearing-and-comment process based on the new application. Despite the
deficiencies in the original application, hundreds of members of the public participated in good
faith in the original public process. Now, because of CDPH’s bait-and-switch, these public
participants are paying the price of an abbreviated comment period for a substitute application,
which CDPH allowed to be filed concurrently with the conclusion of the original comment
period.

With this limitation in mind, this letter addresses only one aspect General I1I’s amended Large
Recycling Permit Application. Specifically, these additional comments add to SETF’s January
14" comment related to hazardous waste management at the applicant’s proposed facility:

“SETF Comment Six: The permit application acknowledges that the facility will manage
hazardous waste streams, including PCBs and mercury, yet does not include information

1



about targeted safety and security measures related to these hazardous wastes. It is also
unclear if these hazardous waste operations were fully vetted by city officials and city
council members as part of local siting approval for the facility. In its Proposed Findings
of Fact submitted to the ZBA, General III, LLC characterizes itself as ““...a new Class IV-
B recycling facility by Chicago Zoning Ordinance (“CZ0O”) §16-6-0403-F, Row HH, 5.”
Hazardous waste storage facilities are a separate classification pursuant to the Chicago
Zoning Ordinance.

General 111, LLC will introduce a significant new hazardous waste operation into
southeast Chicago. Section 3.9 of the Operating Plan describes PCB ballasts/capacitors,
used oil, parts wash solvent and recovered refrigerants, but only in the context of their
ultimate disposal facilities. More detail is provided in the Feedstock Management Plan in
Appendix W, which also refers to propane and acetylene from gas cylinders, flammable
and combustible materials like solvents and liquid fuels from containers, lithium-ion
batteries and ignition devices, mercury containing-devices, paints and coatings and
asbestos-containing materials. Page W-14 refers to accepting electronics “incidentally”
despite not being an electronics recycler (the co-located Regency Technologies which
engages in electronics recycling is not included in the permit application, so the process
for safe movement of these wastes from one operation to another is unclear). Accepting
these materials from suppliers may ensure they are not hidden in a load of scrap, but it
also means on-site operations include managing a significant quantity of hazardous
wastes, including flammable, combustible and ignitable materials, as well as PCBs,
mercury and asbestos.

Given the diversity and volume of these hazardous materials, Appendix W provides very
little information about how the materials are managed once they are segregated at the
facility stating, for example, on page W-3: “If any materials that require special handling
are observed, the scale operator notifies the team of inspectors and the suspect materials
are closely examined to determine a proper course of action.”

The permit application is incomplete because it does not include a comprehensive,
detailed description of the nature and extent of hazardous waste streams that are being
aggregated, stored at and directed from the facility, nor “the proper course of action”
employed at the facility given the diversity of hazardous waste streams it routinely
manages. From SETF’s perspective, this aspect of facility operations has not been
meaningfully described in any of its interactions about this facility in any venue. This
begs a larger policy-oriented question about whether embedding this hazardous waste
operation in the midst of a residential neighborhood and adjacent to a waterway is a good
idea. This is why SETF questions if this aspect of facility operations was fully vetted as
part of the local land use approval process.”

The sheer quantity of hazardous and special wastes that will be generated by, managed at and
transported from this facility on an annual basis is striking:

1. 150,000 tons of shredder fluff, a special waste;

2. 8,000 gallons used oil;



3. 15 tons PCB ballast and capacitors;
4. 300 gallons parts washer solvent;
5. mercury — quantity unknown;

6. asbestos — quantity unknown;

7. refrigerant-containing materials — estimated at 720 Ibs/year (versus 3,600 Ibs/year at the
predecessor facility with comparable capacity);

8. propane and acetylene from gas cylinders — quantity unknown;

9. solvents from containers — quantity unknown;

10. lithium ion containing batteries and ignition switches — quantity unknown;
11. electronic wastes — quantities unknown.

The applicant’s facility is being characterized as a scrap metal recycling facility. In fact, it is
also a hazardous and special waste operation generating, managing and arranging transport for
large quantities of highly specialized toxic waste streams. Based on this SETF and PCR assert
the following.

1. The Large Recycling Facility Regulations are not designed to address the public health, public
safety and complex management issues posed by this volume and diversity of toxic waste
streams. A separate, targeted city review process is necessary related to these toxic waste
streams, which should not be allowed to be located at the facility until this additional review
process is complete.

2. It is not clear that the volume and diversity of toxic waste streams that will be managed at the
facility were disclosed and fully reviewed as part of the local land use approval process. A
facility that was characterized as a metal shredder is, in fact, also generating, managing and
transporting large quantities of hazardous, toxic and special waste streams.

3. There are significant omissions in the application about the volumes, hazardous characteristics
and targeted management techniques for many of these waste streams. For example, Addendum
1, Attachment O does not delineate the specific refrigerants that will be managed at the facility
and whether any of these specific substances are ozone-depleting substances subject to Clean Air
Act requirements. The volume of refrigerants is characterized as 20% of a predecessor facility
even though the proposed facility will have a comparable or larger annual capacity. The mere
inclusion of a vendor pamphlet is not equivalent to an enforceable, comprehensive management
plan tailored to this aspect of facility operations. These kinds of omissions in the application
characterize every hazardous, special and toxic waste stream the facility proposes to manage.

4. The applicant’s characterization of auto shredder residue in Attachment CC appears to be
based on a single analysis from August 2020. A single snapshot is not adequate to support the



applicant’s conclusions about the concentrations of toxic constituents in this special waste
stream. The application does not appear to provide complete data related to the classification of
this waste stream as a special waste in Illinois or how it will manage this waste stream in
accordance with Illinois regulatory requirements.

Auto-fluff is considered a pollution control waste and therefore is categorized as a special waste
governed by 35 Ill. Adm. Code Subtitle G: Waste Disposal. Special wastes are potentially
infectious medical wastes, hazardous waste, pollution control waste, or industrial process waste.*
Pollution control waste is “generated directly or indirectly when businesses remove contaminants
from air, soil, or water.”? Because of the possibility for material contamination from lead,
cadmium, and PCBs, auto fluff is a pollution control waste.® Special wastes are subject to
regulations in 35 Ill. Adm, Code Subtitle G: Waste Disposal as well as the Illinois Environmental
Protection Act.* Some wastes that fall into these categories may be certified as a nonspecial
waste through a request to IEPA, however, auto-fluff is not eligible for nonspecial waste
certification in any circumstance.> Any special waste that cannot be certified as a non-special
waste musg continue to be manifested and transported by special waste haulers to properly
permitted.

Special wastes can be hazardous or non-hazardous. There are two classes of special wastes:
“Class A” and “Class B.” 7 Class B wastes are those that the IL EPA determines to pose “a low
or moderate degree of hazard to the environment or public health in the course of their
transportation, storage, treatment, or disposal” while Class A special wastes are all those not
designated as such. 35 Il. Admin. Code Subtitle G §808.240. Special wastes are given a toxic
score. The generator of a special waste has the burden of characterizing their waste according to
ASTM test methods. A toxic score of 1 or 2 is characterized as a Class B special waste while a
score of 3 will result in a Class A classification. See 35 Ill. Admin. Code 808.245.

Generators must also prepare and provide a special waste manifest prior to shipment. See 35 Ill.
Admin. Code 808.122. The special waste manifest must include information including the
generator ID number, the location of generation, identification of who delivery is accepted, and
the classification and quantity of the special waste. Transporters of special waste must have
valid special waste hauling permits issued in accordance with 35 Ill. Admin. Code 809.201. To
obtain such permit, the transporter must apply to IEPA and provide information including the
number and type of waste it will be hauling. They also must agree to abide by local regulations
including the vehicles used will be in good repair, steps will be taken to prevent leakage or
spillage of the waste, and that the waste will not be mixed with any other waste in the same tank.
See 1ll. Admin. Code 809.202. In granting the permit, IEPA may impose additional conditions.

Uhttps:/ /www2.illinois.gov/epa/ topics/waste-management/waste-disposal / special-
waste/Pages/default.aspx#:~:text=Special%20wastes%020can%20be%20any,Code%020Subtitle¥020G %3 A%20Waste %02
ODisposal

2 https:/ /www2.illinois.gov/epa/topics / waste-management/waste-disposal / special-waste/Pages/do-i-have.aspx

31d.

41d.

5 1d.

6 1d.

7 https:/ /www.ilga.gov/commission/jcat/admincode/035/035008080B02400R. .html



See Ill. Admin Code 809.205. Violation of any conditions or failure to comply are punishable by
revocation of the permit and fines. See 1l1l. Adm. Code 809.208.

As with other hazardous and toxic waste streams that will be generated by, managed at and
transported from the applicant’s facility, the application is fatally deficient because it fails to
provide detailed information about this dangerous waste stream and its management. Any
subsequent or supplemental application should trigger a new, complete opportunity for public
participation. In the absence of complete information about these toxic waste streams and how
each one will be managed-— which is directly relevant to the public health, safety and welfare —
CDPH cannot allow these dangerous wastes to be present at the applicant’s facility. If
information about this aspect of facility operations was not fully vetted as part of the local land
use approval process, land use approvals should be revoked and a new review should be
undertaken.

Please contact me if you have any questions or comments or if | can provide additional
information regarding these comments.

Sincerely,

etz

Keith Harley

Attorney for the Southeast Environmental Task Force and People For Community Recovery
Greater Chicago Legal Clinic, Inc. f/k/a Chicago Legal Clinic, Inc.

211 W. Wacker, Suite 750

Chicago, IL 60606

312-726-2938

kharley@kentlaw.iit.edu




From: Ken Modzelewski

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 4:20 PM

To: envcomments

Subject: Please reject RMG's permit application re. General Iron

Dear Chicago Department of Public Health:

I write to ask that you please reject RMG’s permit application so that the current
and future health of the area’s residents is safeguarded and nearby natural areas
are protected.

One of the main reasons my family and I love this city 1s it's wonderful natural
areas, and this move would put important natural areas in jeopardy.

More importantly, however, the move of General Iron would impact the health of
nearby residents who are largely of color.

The area in question is also close to the former site of the Jan Ton Farm, a pivotal
stop on the Underground Railroad. Escaping slaves walked on this land, risking
their lives to take the perilous journey to freedom.

If the City truly cares about equity, Black people, and the history of Chicago’s
involvement in the freedom struggle, then CDPH should deny RMG’s
application for a permit.

Sincerely,

Ken Modzelewski



From: Dolores G Angeles

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 4:44 PM

To: envcomments

Cc: Nancy Loeb; Logan Crossley; Anna Busch; Dave Graham; Megan Cunningham; Jennifer Hesse; Mort
Ames; Daniel Lurie; Candace Moore; Angela Tovar

Subject: Public Comment on Large Recycling Facility Application of General lll, LLC (d/b/a Southside
Recycling)

Attachments: RMG Permit Application Comment - NL 1-28-21.pdf; SSCBP GIIRMG Comment Appendices .pdf

To: City of Chicago
Chicago Department of Public Health

Please see the attached Comment and Appendices sent on behalf of the Southeast Side Coalition to Ban Petcoke (SSCBP)
to comment on the application of General lll, LLC for a Large Recycling Facility permit to operate a large recycling facility
at 11600 S. Burley Avenue.

Should you have any problems opening the attached letter, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thank you, Dolores

Dolores Angeles

Northwestern Pritzker School of Law
Bluhm Legal Clinic, Rubloff 800

375 E. Chicago Avenue / Chicago, IL 60611
312-503-3056 / Fax: 312-503-8977
d-angeles@law.northwestern.edu
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January 29, 2021

City of Chicago
Chicago Department of Public Health

Re: Public Comment on the Large Recycling Facility Application of General 111, LLC
(d/b/a Southside Recycling)

Submitted via e-mail to: envcomments@cityofchicago.org

We write on behalf of the Southeast Side Coalition to Ban Petcoke (SSCBP) to comment on the
application of General III, LLC (d/b/a Southside Recycling) (hereinafter GIII/RMG) for a Large
Recycling Facility permit to operate a large recycling facility at 11600 S. Burley Avenue. This
comment is also supported by the Southeast Environmental Task Force (SETF) and the Natural
Resources Defense Council (NRDC). Each of these organizations and their members are deeply
concerned by the threat posed to the health and well-being of Southeast Side residents by the
proposed relocation of the General Iron recycling facility from the Lincoln Park neighborhood to
the Southeast Side.

This comment focuses on the legal authorities of the Chicago Department of Public Health
(CDPH) both to deny and to impose conditions on the GIII/RMG permit application pursuant to
Illinois law and City ordinances, regulations, and rules. In the face of the very real risks to the
health and well-being of the Southeast Side residents, it is imperative that CDPH exercise its
authority to protect the community to its full and necessary extent.

We note significant concern about CDPH’s understanding of its legal authorities as articulated in a
presentation and comments made by CDPH Commissioner Dr. Allison Arwady at a Community
Town Hall held on July 25, 2020. A presentation slide stated, “CDPH cannot . . . impose
quantitative emissions standards beyond what is allowable per IEPA” and Dr. Arwady stated that
CDPH “cannot impose our own quantitative emissions standards.”! Our comment is intended to
correct this misstatement of CDPH’s authority with respect to the issue of emissions standards and
to ensure that CDPH recognizes its full authority, and indeed duty, to deny a recycling permit
where there is a reasonable basis for concern that a recycling operation will endanger the public

! See Meeting Slides and Notes from Community Town Hall on July 25, 2020. Available at:
https://www.chicago.gov/content/dam/city/sites/rgm-expansion/documents/RMG-Expansion-TownHall-Slides.pdf
(page 11) and https://www.chicago.gov/content/dam/city/sites/rgm-expansion/documents/RMG-Expansion-
Community-Meeting-Notes-1.pdf.
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health or safety as well as to impose stringent conditions on a recycling facility’s operation if a
permit is granted.?

I. Chicago’s Very Broad Home Rule Authority Empowers CDPH Both to Deny the
GIII/RMG Permit Application and to Impose More Stringent Conditions on a Recycling
Permit than the Conditions Imposed By IEPA.

The City of Chicago is a home rule jurisdiction under the Illinois Constitution. The Illinois
Constitution provides broad home rule authority: a home rule unit may “exercise any power and
perform any function pertaining to its government and affairs including, but not limited to, the
power to regulate for the protection of public health, safety, morals and welfare; to license; to tax;
and to incur debt.” Ill. Const. 1970, art. VII, § 6(a) (emphasis added).

The Illinois Constitution also states that these powers “shall be construed liberally,” to afford
broad regulatory discretion for home rule jurisdictions. Ill. Const. 1970, art. VII, § 6(m). The
Illinois Constitution requires the legislature to state expressly when it wants to limit home rule
authority. Ill. Const. 1970, art. VII, § 6(h). In the absence of the legislature acting expressly to
deny home rule authority, home rule units may regulate concurrently with the state government.
I1l. Const. 1970, art. VII, § 6(i). Because the Illinois legislature has not acted expressly to preempt
or preclude local environmental regulation by home rule units, based on the plain language of the
Constitution alone, Chicago has the authority to regulate environmental issues.

Courts have interpreted Illinois’s grant of home rule authority broadly. Indeed, in Palmv.

2800 Lake Shore Drive Condo. Ass’n, the Illinois Supreme Court explained that “[h]ome rule is
based on the assumption that municipalities should be allowed to address problems with solutions
tailored to their local needs.” See also, Chicago v. StubHub, Inc., 2011 I11. 111127, 1 22 n.22.

2 With respect specifically to emissions standards, to the extent the presentation and Dr. Arwady’s statement were
based on Chicago Municipal Code 11-4-720 (Emission of particulate matter), that reading of the ordinance is incorrect
on its face. 11-4-720 states only that “[n]o person shall cause or allow emissions from any source to exceed the
limitations set forth by regulations promulgated by the State of Illinois Pollution Control Board, codified in Part 212
of 35 Illinois Administrative Code, as amended, including regulations set forth to limit fugitive particulate emissions,
which regulations are adopted and incorporated by reference and made a part of this section as if fully set forth
herein.” It thereby sets a ceiling, not a floor, on emissions standards. Likewise, Chicago Municipal Code 11-4-730
(Air pollution prohibited) states only that “emissions in compliance with state or federal law or regulations shall not
constitute” unlawful air pollution. It does not prohibit CDPH from imposing conditions beyond state or federal
standards in order to protect public health. Notably, CDPH’s own Large Recycling Facility Rules explicitly recognize
that CDPH may impose more stringent emissions standards: “All stationary equipment shall meet or exceed the
emission control level under the Facility’s local, state, and federal air permits.” Rules for Large Recycling Facilities,
Section 4.5.3 (June 2020).

3 Palmv. 2800 Lake Shore Drive Condominium Ass’n, 2013 I11. 110505, § 29 (emphasis added).

2.
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(“If a subject pertains to local government and affairs, and the legislature has not expressly
preempted home rule, municipalities may exercise their power.”). Notably, Illinois courts have
allowed concurrent state and local regulation by home rule municipalities, even when they are in
conflict.*

In the environmental context, the Illinois Supreme Court has made clear that home rule
jurisdictions may enact ordinances that conflict with even a pervasive state law where the
ordinance is directed at protecting a local interest in public health. The Supreme Court’s opinion
in Pesticide Public Policy Foundation v. Vil. of Wauconda is instructive:

“This court has previously recognized the distinction between home rule units and
non-home-rule units in a legislative scheme enacted to establish a unified statewide
program of regulation. In Carlson v. Village of Worth (1975), 62 111.2d 406, this
court refused to allow a non-home-rule county to impose additional requirements
upon a company holding a permit from the Illinois Environmental Protection
Agency to operate a landfill. The court stated that the county's additional
requirements would frustrate a unified State scheme of environmental protection.
(See County of Kendall v. Avery Gravel Co. (1984), 101 111.2d 428, 433.) In County
of Cook v. John Sexton Contractors Co. (1979), 75 111 2d 494, this court held that
Cook County, a home rule unit, could require the owners of a sanitary landfill to
comply with a county zoning ordinance, in spite of the uniformity goal in section 2
of the State Environmental Protection Act (Ill. Rev. Stat. 1977, ch. 111 1/2, par.
1002(a)). In County of Cook, this court observed that home rule and non-home-
rule units may occupy a different position under the Illinois Constitution with
respect to preemption.”

Confusion on this point may have been caused by the Illinois Supreme Court’s earlier opinion in
Cook County v. John Sexton Contractors Co., 75 I1l. 2d 494, 515 (1979), in which the Court
referenced the legislative intent of the General Assembly in enacting the Illinois Environmental
Protection Act that the I1linois Pollution Control Board “set uniform, statewide environmental

4 See Vill. of Bolingbrook v. Citizens Utils. Co., 158 111 2d 133 (1994).

5 Pesticide Public Policy Foundation at 117118 (1987). The General Assembly subsequently amended the Illinois
Environmental Protection Act to make explicit the holding in Sexton that the Act does not preempt local zoning
ordinances and, with some explicit exceptions, broadened the holding of Sexton related to siting of waste facilities to
non-home rule jurisdictions as well. See Vill. of Carpentersville v. Pollution Control Bd., 135 111.2d 463, 472, 475
(1990).
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standards.”® Illinois courts have repeatedly made clear since that decision, as set out above in the
language from Pesticide Public Policy Foundation, that home rule jurisdictions may impose more
stringent environmental standards than the General Assembly establishes in statewide
environmental legislation.’

Thus, in Vill. of Carpentersville v. Pollution Control Bd., 135 111.2d 463 (1990), the Illinois
Supreme Court explicitly rejected the argument made by the plaintiff in that case that “the General
Assembly has a constitutional duty to implement statewide, uniform environmental standards
which, once implemented, must override all other governmental regulations.” Id. at 472—473.
Instead, the Court concluded:

“We find that nothing in the language of the constitution suggests that the General
Assembly has a duty to adopt uniform, statewide standards for environmental
protection. Instead, our reading of the language of section 1 of article XI convinces
us that the General Assembly’s only duty under the constitution with regard to
environmental matters is to ‘provide by law for the implementation and
enforcement of” the State’s policy ‘to provide and maintain a healthful
environment.” (I1l. Const. 1970, art. XI, § 1.) If the General Assembly chooses to
implement uniform, statewide standards in furtherance of this duty, it can (but it is
not constitutionally required to) do so. Similarly, if the General Assembly
determines that local zoning ordinances should play a role in Illinois' coordinated
pollution control plan, even though such ordinances may conflict in certain
instances with uniform, statewide standards, then the General Assembly can
constitutionally do so.”

Id. at 473. Further,

“[U]nder section 6 of article VII of our constitution, home rule units of government
‘may exercise and perform concurrently with the State any power or function of a
home rule unit to the extent that the General Assembly by law does not specifically

limit the concurrent exercise or specifically declare the State's exercise to be
exclusive.’ (Ill. Const. 1970, art. VII, § 6(i).)”

® Notably, even in Sexton, the Court held that the intent of providing uniform, statewide environmental standards did
not preempt the home rule jurisdiction in that case from exercising its home rule authority to impose its own zoning
ordinance for the siting of a waste facility. Id. at 514-517.

7 In Pesticide Public Policy Foundation, the Illinois Supreme Court held that a non-home rule jurisdiction was
preempted by state and federal law from enacting more stringent regulations governing pesticides in the face of a
legislative intent to create statewide uniformity. However, the Court also stated: “The issue of whether the legislature
adequately provided for the preemption of home rule units is not presented here.” 117 Ill. 2d at 118.

4.
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Id. at 474. Accordingly, the Court affirmed the authority of Carpentersville (a non-home
rule jurisdiction) to deny a height variance to address odors. Id. at 476. And, while
Carpentersville addressed a height restriction, the language used by the court makes clear
that its holding is more broadly applicable. Accordingly, CDPH may set both numerical
and other operational standards to protect the public health, including operational
parameters needed to achieve an emissions limit."

Other Illinois court decisions have followed the Supreme Court’s Carpentersville
reasoning. For example, recently, in Nat. Waste and Recycling Ass’n v County of Cook,
2016 I1. App (1st) 143694, the Illinois Appellate Court upheld provisions of the Cook
County Solid Waste and Recycling Ordinance (SWRO), including provisions regulating
mud, litter, dust, rodent, noise, and odor control as well as requirements for storage,
signage, refrigerant recovery, waste and used liquid transfer and storage, runoff prevention
and tire storage. Id. at 9 7.

Indeed, courts have interpreted the statewide uniformity language of the Illinois Environmental
Protection Act to set minimum rather than maximum standards in environmental cases. See, e.g.,
County of Cook v. Chicago Magnet Wire Corp., 152 I1l. App. 3d 726, 731 (1st Dist. 1987)
(upholding Cook County Environmental Control Ordinance and finding: “It has been held,
therefore, that a local governmental unit may legislate concurrently with the General Assembly on
environmental control . . . . Such legislation, however, must conform with the minimum standards
established by the legislature.”) (citations omitted). See also, Neri Bros. Constr. v. Vill. of
Evergreen Park, 363 Ill. App. 3d 113 (1st Dist. 2005) (holding that a home-rule village’s
assessment of remediation costs under the local spiller-pays ordinance was valid because the state
statute’s express preemption applied to prevention of spills not liability for spills); Scadron v. City
of Des Plaines, 153 Ill. 2d 164 (1992) (city could enact more stringent regulations than state law in
regard to outdoor advertising).

8 This is clear from the definitions section of the Clean Air Act: “The terms ‘emission limitation” and ‘emission
standard’ mean a requirement established by the State or the Administrator which limits the quantity, rate, or
concentration of emissions of air pollutants on a continuous basis, including any requirement relating to the operation
or maintenance of a source to assure continuous emission reduction, and any design, equipment, work practice or
operational standard promulgated under this chapter.” 42 U.S.C. 7602(k) (emphasis added). Further, nothing in
[llinois law contradicts this reading. See Ill. Admin. Code tit. 35 § 211.121 et. seq. (definitions for emissions
standards). Available at: https://www.ilga.gov/commission/jcar/admincode/035/0350021 1sections html. See also, for
example, Ill. Admin. Code tit 35 § 214.201 (defining emission rate and emission standard as equivalent); and Il1.
Admin. Code tit 35 § 215.21 (the words "emission standards and limitations" and numeric emission rates are included
side-by-side with design parameters for storage containers).

5.
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Moreover, the General Assembly has expressly authorized local governments to regulate by
ordinance activities needed to promote health? and Illinois law expressly provides municipalities
with authority to address public health issues including air contamination:

“For the purposes of lessening or preventing the discharge of air contaminants, the
corporate authorities of a city, village or incorporated town may prescribe by
ordinance for the regulation of (1) the design and installation of accessory or
appurtenant parts and equipment of buildings and structures and uses of land
connected with the emission of air contaminants, (2) the operation or use of
equipment and appliances emitting air contaminants, (3) the conduct or carrying on
of uses of land which causes the emission into the atmosphere of air contaminants,
and (4) the abatement of an operation, activity or use causing air contamination.”

65 ILCS 5/11-19.1-11.1°

When home rule ordinances have been struck down in the environmental context, they have
involved cases where (1) the municipality attempted to regulate outside of its jurisdiction or
interfered with regional or quasi-governmental entities, €.g., Metro. Sanitary Dist. v. Des Plaines,
63 I11. 2d 256 (Ill. 1976); or (2) the municipality attempted to override a specific state enforcement
action, e.g., Vill. of DePue v. Viacom Intern., Inc., 713 E. Supp. 2d 774 (C.D. Il11. 2010).

The analysis employed by the court in Nat. Waste and Recycling Ass’n, 2016 I11. App (1st)
143694, provides a useful framework for determining whether a home rule jurisdiction’s public
health or environmental regulation is preempted by State law. After determining that the Solid
Waste Planning and Recycling Act specifically authorized counties to enact implementing
ordinances to address facilities in their localities, the court turned to the home rule question.
Recognizing Illinois’ broad home rule authority, the court laid out the two ways home rule power
might be limited: (1) an express statement of preemption by a State law, and (2) failure of the
regulation to pertain to local government and affairs. Nat. Waste and Recycling Ass’n at q 27.
Here, the court found that there was no express preemption by State law. 1d. at 9 28.

Having found no express preemption, the court analyzed whether the county’s SWRO properly
pertained to local government and affairs:

? 65 ILCS 5/11-20-5 (“The corporate authorities of each municipality may do all acts and make all regulations which
may be necessary or expedient for the promotion of health or the suppression of diseases . . .”).

19 The term "air contaminant" “means and includes but is not limited to the following: dust, soot, mist, smoke, fumes,
fly ash, vapor, corrosive gas or other discharge and any other air borne material or substance that is offensive,
nauseous, irritating or noxious to humans or other animal life.” 65 ILCS 5/11-19.1-11.

6.



Northwestern Bluhm Legal Clinic

375 East Chicago Avenue

PRITZKER SCHOOL OF LAW Chicago, Tllinois 60611-3069

legalclinic@lawnerlhwesiern.edu
Office 312, 503. 8576

Fax 312. 503. 8977
wwwlaw.northwestern.edu

“In determining whether a subject pertains to local government and affairs, we have
traditionally looked to our supreme court’s holding in Kalodimos, 103 Ill. 2d 483.
In that case, the court upheld a comprehensive operable handgun ordinance in
Morton Grove, Illinois because the legislation addressed a local problem and did
not regulate conduct outside of its boundaries. In doing so, the court recognized
that: “Whether a particular problem is of statewide rather than local dimension must
be decided not on the basis of a specific formula or listing set forth in the
Constitution but with regard for (1) the nature and extent of the problem, (2) the
units of government which have the most vital interest in its solution, (3) and the
role traditionally played by local and statewide authorities in dealing with it.”

Id. at 9 29 (citation omitted).

Applying the first factor of the Kalodimos test, the court focused on the “millions of tons
of waste” that are processed at the county’s transfer stations, the fact that “many of the
transfer stations and recycling facilities operating in Cook County are located adjacent to
or in close proximity to residential and commercial locations,” and that “local residents
and businesses experience increased traffic, odors, debris, dust, and vermin.” Id. at 4 32
(emphasis added and citations omitted). Accordingly, the court concluded: “Clearly, the
problem that the SWRO seeks to address is the significant public health risks that the
operations of solid waste and recycling facilities pose to County residents. Because both
the nature and extent of the environmental problems associated with waste management
are local in nature, the first Kalodimos factor favors the County.” Id.

Applying the second Kalodimos factor, the court again concluded that the county, not the
State, had the “most vital interest in determining a solution to the problems arising from
waste management within its boundaries.” Id. at § 34 (quoting Kalodimos: “Home rule . . .
is predicated on the assumption that problems in which local governments have a
legitimate and substantial interest should be open to local solution . . ..”)

Finally, applying the third Kalodimos factor, the court highlighted the county’s traditional
role in addressing local waste management concerns and found that the county had the
more traditional role than the State. Id. at § 37.

Applying the constitutional and case authority outlined above to the context of CDPH’s
authority to deny a permit or to regulate contamination from the proposed GIII/RMG
facility, it is clear that CDPH and the City of Chicago have the authority both to deny the
permit and to impose permit restrictions that are more stringent than the permit conditions
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required by State authorities, including the air permit recently issued by Illinois EPA.!!
First, Illinois courts have clearly and repeatedly stated that neither the Illinois constitution
nor the Illinois Environmental Protection Act expressly preempts home rule environmental
regulation.

Second, applying the Kalodimos factors to CDPH regulation of the proposed industrial
recycling facility, the appellate court’s conclusions in Nat. Waste and Recycling Ass’n with
respect to the first two factors are on all fours with the current situation. Nearby
residents—and children attending very nearby schools—will be subjected to increased
traffic, odors, debris, and dust. And, the protection of local residents from local industry is
most urgently the concern of the City’s health authorities.

The third Kalodimos factor likewise points to a basis for both permit denial and more
stringent local regulation. While Illinois EPA and the Illinois Pollution Control Board
establish air and other environmental regulations necessary to protect statewide or regional
interests, those regulations set a minimum standard for protection and ensure that pollution
from one jurisdiction is not permitted to invade a broader area. Here, the question is not
one of pervading another jurisdiction, but of protecting residents within the City’s limits.
The General Assembly has expressed no state interest that would or could be invaded by
more stringent City air regulations here.

This conclusion is supported by the history of air pollution regulation in Illinois as well as
by the federal Clean Air Act'? and the State’s implementation of that act. The City of
Chicago actually pioneered air regulations in the 1880’s, specifically regulating smoke and
visible pollution."* Moreover, the City faces localized problems of air pollution, due to the
concentration of sources and the impact radius of pollutants, that are not adequately
addressed by State law. State opacity regulations, for example, are driven by regional

' TEPA actually recognized and anticipated the City’s broader authority in granting the construction permit to
GIII/RMG. See IEPA Responsiveness Summary, Construction Permit General 111, LLC, 4 (25 Jun. 2020) (“Before the
company can begin operations at the Burley Avenue location, it must also receive permits from the City of Chicago,
including one pursuant to the City’s new rules for large recycling facilities. The new rules, effective June 5, 2020,
implement the City’s Recycling Facility ordinance and include additional requirements that General Iron [must] meet
in order to begin operating at the southeast side location.”) (emphasis added) Available at:
https://external.epa.illinois.gov/WebSite Api/api/PublicNotices/GetAirPermitDocument/6381.

12 See 42 U.S.C. § 7401(a)(3) (“The Congress finds . . . that air pollution prevention . . . and air pollution control at its
source is the primary responsibility of State and local governments . . . .””) (emphasis added).

13 Stern, Arthur (1982), History of Air Pollution Legislation in the United States, Journal of the Air Pollution Control
Association, 32:1, 44-61, DOI: 10.1080/00022470.1982.10465369, available at
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/00022470.1982.10465369.

8.
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requirements set at the federal level, but practically speaking fall short of addressing
localized air pollution in all portions of a region in which hot spots may arise.'*

In sum, CDPH has clear authority both to deny the GIII/RMG permit application and to
impose more stringent regulations of the activities of GIII/RMG than the requirements
imposed by the Illinois EPA."°

II. Chicago Has Exercised Its Home Rule Authority Broadly to Empower CDPH to Deny
the GIII/RMG Permit Application and to Impose More Stringent Conditions on a
Recycling Permit than the Conditions Imposed By IEPA.

The City of Chicago, through ordinances, rules, and regulations, has exercised its home rule
authority broadly, empowering the Commissioner of Heath (the Commissioner) — and thereby
CDPH - to regulate industrial activities to ensure the health and safety of the people of Chicago,
including both to deny a permit to an activity or facility that will endanger the public health or
safety and to impose stringent conditions on a facility’s operations if a permit is granted.

Title XI, Chapter 11-4 of the Chicago Municipal Code (Environmental protection and control)
establishes an extensive and pervasive set of requirements to protect the environment and human
health and safety, including with respect to air pollution, water pollution, hazardous materials,
wastes, and recycling. Taken together, the intent is clear: protection of the City’s environment and
its residents.

To ensure that Chicago residents and the environment are protected from activities that pose
potential harms, Chapter 11-4 requires that activities that pose such potential harms operate only
by permit, with terms and conditions necessary for protection of people and the environment
embedded within a permit issued by the Commissioner of Health (the Commissioner or CDPH).
See, e.g., Code 11-4-2520 (Permit — Required) (“No person shall engage in the business of
operating a recycling facility in the City of Chicago without having first obtained a written
recycling permit from the [Clommissioner. Recycling facilities requiring a permit under this
section shall comply with the provisions of the article, the rules and regulations promulgated
hereunder, the permit and its conditions and any other applicable laws and regulations.”)

Tllinois state air laws and regulations also contain few if any express provisions assessing and addressing local air
toxics impacts.

' In its resubmitted large recycling facility permit application dated January 13, 2021, RMG stated, "Regarding
instances in which a particular activity is regulated by both the IEPA Permit and the LRF Permit, the Facility will
operate in accordance with the more restrictive permit." (Addendum 1 narrative, p.23 of 24). However, it is not
RMG’s choice which permit conditions to comply with. If a large recycling facility permit is granted, RMG must be
bound to comply fully with the terms of all State and City permits.
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And just as the Commissioner is authorized to issue permits (Code 2-112-160(b)(9)), the authority
of the Commissioner to deny a permit is clear: 11-4-040 broadly grants the Commissioner the
power to “deny an application” “where such application does not meet all the requirements set
forth in the Code.” Code 11-4-040(a)(1).

In order “to accomplish the purposes of Chapter 11-4” of the Code, the Commissioner is
authorized “[t]o issue rules and regulations necessary or proper for the implementation of
environmental ordinances.” Code 2-112-160(b)(6). The Commissioner has issued two sets of
currently operable rules that—along with relevant ordinances—govern the Commissioner’s
decision whether to grant—and, if granted, the conditions of—a permit to construct a large
recycling facility: (1) the Recycling Facility Permits Rules and Regulations issued in 2014 (the
“2014 Recycling Rules”),'® and (2) the Rules for Large Recycling Facilities, issued in June 2020
(the “Large Recycling Rules”).!”

The Large Recycling Rules clearly state: “An application . . . for a permit to operate a Large
Recycling Facility must provide sufficient information to Demonstrate that the Facility will be
designed and Operated in a manner that prevents public nuisance and protects the public health,
safety, and the environment.” Large Recycling Rules at Section 1 (emphasis added). And, the
information required by the Rules “is consistent with the information required pursuant to Section
11-4-2530 of the Code.” Id. It follows that when an applicant fails to provide “sufficient
information to Demonstrate that the Facility will be designed and Operated in a manner that
prevents public nuisance and protects the public health, safety, and the environment,” the
Commissioner has the power to deny an application. See Code 11-4-040(a)(1).

As set out in the Deficiency Letter and Request for Additional Information from CDPH to
RMG/GIII dated December 23, 2020, RMG/GIII’s original permit application dated November
11, 2020 was “incomplete and substantially deficient in meeting the [Large Recycling] Rules”'®
and a permit cannot be issued on the basis of the current application. The deficiencies of the

16 Available at;
https://www.chicago.gov/content/dam/city/depts/cdph/environmental health and food/RecyclingFacilityRulesAndRe
gulations March2014.pdf.

17 Available at: https://www.chicago.gov/content/dam/city/depts/cdph/InspectionsandPermitting/CDPH-Rules-for-
LargeRecycling-Facility Effective.6 5 20-Corrected-June.19.2020.pdf. The Large Recycling Rules “supplement the
requirements contained in the [2014 Recycling Rules]. In the event of conflicts between the [2014 Rules] and the
[Large Recycling Rules], the requirements and standards of [the Large Recycling Rules] shall govern.” 1d. at

Section 1.

18 Available at: https://www.chicago.gov/content/dam/city/sites/rem-expansion/documents/General-I1I-Deficiency-
Letter.pdf.
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application are further described in separate comments submitted by Natural Resources Defense
Council, and adopted herein. Going beyond the deficiencies noted by CDPH, the comments
submitted by NRDC made clear that the information submitted in the November 11, 2020
application failed to demonstrate that the GIII/RMG facility will be designed and operated in a
manner that protects the public health and safety and the environment and that the permit
application must be denied. As set out in additional comments being filed by NRDC and adopted
herein, GIII/RMG’s resubmitted large recycling facility permit application dated January 13, 2021
is also substantially deficient and does not demonstrate that the GIII/RMG facility will be
designed and operated in a manner that protects the public health and safety and the environment.
Accordingly, the resubmitted permit application must be denied.

Further, before granting a permit, the Commissioner is required to conduct an evaluation of the
applicant’s prior experience in recycling operations. 2014 Code, Section 4.0 (“The commissioner
will conduct an evaluation . . . .”). The 2014 Recycling Rules expressly recognize that the
Commissioner may deny a permit application where the applicant has, within the past three years,
“violated any federal, state or local laws, regulations, standards, permit conditions, or ordinances
in the operation of any . . . recycling facility.” 2014 Rules, Section 4.0(1) (History of
Compliance/Material threat to continued compliance).'” Under Section 4.0 such violations, may
be shown by various forms of scientific data and also by “photographic evidence sufficient to
establish a prima facie showing of a violation(s).” Id. Section 4.0(2).

Illinois laws set out extensive prohibitions against air pollution and endangerment of the public
health and safety and the environment.?® Likewise, the Chicago Municipal Code broadly sets out
rules and standards for protection against air pollution and other endangerments. See Chicago
Municipal Code 11-4/; Chicago Municipal Code 11-4-600/ (Purpose and Intent). “Air pollution
can pose hazards to the public health or the environment. The purpose of this article is to reduce
the potential risk of harm to the public health, safety, and welfare or to the environment from
releases of air contaminants from buildings, structures, facilities, devices, processes or other air
pollution sources within the city.” Id. The 2014 Recycling Rules and the Large Recycling Rules
set out standards to implement these broad protective intentions. These include prohibitions on
the emission of fugitive dust into the atmosphere,*! visible dust traveling outside the boundaries of

19 See also Meeting Notes from Community Town Hall on July 25, 2020 (“CDPH considers past violations in the
permitting process. Included in this assessment is the frequency and severity of violations, efforts to correct
violations, the current status of violations and the compliance track record of the facility’s owners and operators.”)
Available at: https://www.chicago.gov/city/en/sites/rmg-expansion/home html.

20 The Illinois Environmental Protection Act authorizes state-level air pollution control as part of a coordinated
statewide response to environmental degradation that threatens public health and welfare. 415 ILCS 5/.

2l Large Recycling Rules 4.7.2.
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a recycling facility,?? and plans for fire prevention,” and pavement maintenance and cleaning,
including cleaning of sidewalks, public areas and private properties within a quarter mile from the
facility.*

RMG’s compliance history operating the General Iron facility in Lincoln Park since sometime in
2019 clearly demonstrates the requisite violations of these standards—on a frequent and ongoing
basis—to establish a basis for denial of the GIII/RMG permit application. These violations
include major environmental and safety events, including explosions on May 18, 2020, that
resulted in a CDPH shutdown order that lasted for several months®® and a subsequent explosion on
September 15, 2020, after the facility was reopened and, more recently, a fire in an outdoor pile on
November 10, 2020, that required the presence of the Chicago Fire Department and took more
than two hours to extinguish.?® There is extensive photographic and video evidence of these
dangerous events, which clearly—at a minimum—violate City “standards.”?’

And, in addition to these dramatic and dangerous events, there is lengthy documentation of
RMG’s violation of City ordinances and standards for operation of the recycling facility at the
Lincoln Park site since RMG took over ownership and operation of the facility in 2019. The
documentation includes repeated resident complaints®® and inspection reports filed by CDPH
investigators.?’ Inspection reports repeatedly cite the presence of “dust” and “auto fluff” outside
the facility, failure to use water cannons or misters, and odors. For example, Inspection report

# 12990988 from November 13, 2020, describes, “From the intersection of W Cortland and N
Kingsbury St. the engineers observed auto-fluff in the streets and detected slight metallic odors . . .

22 1d. 4.7.3.
2 1d. 4.13.
2 1d. 4.14.

25 See Patty Wetli, General Iron Explosion Rocks Neighborhood: ‘It Was Terrifying’, WTTW NEws (18 May 2020).
Available at: https://news.wttw.com/2020/05/18/general-iron-explosion-rocks-neighborhood-it-was-terrifying.

26 See Brett Chase, Fire breaks out at General Iron week after company pays settlement to city over explosion, CHI.
SUN-TIMES (10 Nov. 2020). Available at: https://chicago.suntimes.com/2020/11/10/21559380/general-iron-fire-
lincoln-park-southeast-southside-recycling-metal.

27 See WGN News, Explosion, fire reported at General Iron Industries on Chicago’s North Side, YOUTUBE (18 May
2020). Available at: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mLZ2gmmS5yuA.

28 See Appendix A, summarizing CDPH Environmental Complaints for the GII facility; data taken from: Chicago
Data Portal CDPH Environmental Complaints, available at: https://data.cityofchicago.org/Environment-Sustainable-
Development/CDPH-Environmental-Complaints/fypr-ksnz/data.

29 See Appendix B, summarizing CDPH Environmental Inspections for the GII facility; data take from Chicago Data
Portal CDPH Environmental Inspections, available at: https://data.cityofchicago.org/Environment-Sustainable-
Development/CDPH-Environmental-Inspections/i9rk-duva/data.
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From the entrance at N. Marcey St. and N. Clifton Ave. the engineers observed auto-fluff in the
street and glimmers of dust debris in the air originating from the facility. Additionally, a coating
of dust was observed on vehicles parked on N. Clifton Ave. on the property adjacent to the
property . . . Further observations include, the misting cannons not in operation . . . The air
pollution controls were operating at this time. However, when the machinery was moving the
materials, dust was observed in the air. An enforcement action is already pending.”

As set out in Appendix B, the list of standards violations goes on and on—even despite ongoing
enforcement actions. Notably, even after reaching a legal settlement with the City in early
November 2020 of a multitude of citations,*” including for the two explosions and numerous
citations for facility residue outside the site, GII under RMG’s operations continued to violate the
standards set out in the Large Recycling Rules.>! These numerous violations of the Large
Recycling Rules over a prolonged period demonstrate a blatant disregard for CDPH regulations
and enforcement actions and a clear lack of concern for the health, safety and well-being of nearby
residents. The City’s chief lawyer at the time the November 2020 settlement was announced
stated: “The penalty and mitigation measures represent significant steps to protect local residents
and ensure that General Iron lives up to its stated promises to operate responsibly throughout the
duration of its tenure at this facility.”** But, despite the City’s legal efforts to protect the public,
RMG did not change its modus operandi. The residents of Lincoln Park continued to be
jeopardized and the unmistakable inference is that residents of the Southeast Side will be similarly
endangered if the RMG/GIII permit is granted. This is precisely the type of compliance history
CDPH must take into account in its permitting decision and requires CDPH under its mandate to
protect the public health by denying the RMG/GIII permit.*?

Moreover, RMG’s current operations at the 11600 S. Burley Avenue site also raise compliance
concerns. Shockingly, RMG has operated four industrial businesses at this location for decades
without required permits. RMG admitted liability to the Illinois EPA in a December 2019 letter
seeking to qualify for relief from agency enforcement over these violations. RMG also was found
liable for violating local air requirements stemming from its failure to control emissions at its

30 See Michael Hawthorne, General Iron scrap shredder pays $18,000 fine for explosion, noxious air pollution on the
North Side, CHICAGO TRIBUNE (Nov. 2, 2020).

31 See Appendix B. Note for example Inspection Report 13074932 dated December 8, 2020 ((“No misting cannons or
water truck were observed. Dust was observed when workers moved materials.”); Inspection Report 12991623 dated
November 25, 2020 (“Odors and auto fluff were observed at the intersection of Cortland [&] Kinsbury.”)

32 Hawthorne, supra note 30.
33 See Chicago Municipal Code 2-112/.
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barge area during the summer of 2019.%* Further inspection reports for businesses at the site
include repeated notations of needed pavement repair, potholes and standing water.>> 3¢

Viewed as a whole, the compliance history of RMG’s operation of the General Iron Lincoln Park
facility as well as its existing S. Burley Avenue operations mandate that CDPH deny the
RMG/GIII permit application. Neither the City’s rules and regulations, enforcement actions,
regular inspections, nor public complaints—nor the close regulatory and public eyes during the
pendency of the RMG/GIII permit applications with the City and the State—have caused RMG to
operate the Lincoln Park facility in a way that enables CDPH or the public to have confidence that
the RMG/GIII facility will be operated safely. According to the Municipal Code and the City’s
rules and regulations, the permit should be denied.?’ 38

ITII. CDPH Has Authority Under the City’s Nuisance Laws and Regulations
to Deny the RMG/GIII Permit.

In Illinois, all municipalities, whether or not home rule, have the authority to prohibit nuisances.

11 ILCS 65/11-60-2. That authority extends beyond regulation and abatement to include
prevention of nuisances. (“The corporate authorities of each municipality may define, prevent, and
abate nuisances.”) See, e.g., Vill. Of Wilsonville v. SCA Services, Inc., 86 I1l. 2d 1 (1981); Whipple

34 The City of Chicago issued a $1,000 judgment for the barge area violations, citing Code sections 11-4-760(a) and
11-4-2520. See Reserve Flt., LLC, Docket #19DE000186 (Chi. Dept. of Admin. Hearings 5 Sept. 2019).

35 See Appendix E, summarizing CDPH Environmental Inspections for the businesses operating at 11600 S. Burley
Ave.; data taken from Chicago Data Portal CDPH Environmental Inspections, available at:
https://data.cityofchicago.org/Environment-Sustainable-Development/CDPH-Environmental-Inspections/i9rk-
duva/data.

36 RMG and affiliated companies have also been cited for worker safety and health violations, which again raise
concerns about RMG’s commitment to operate the RMG/GIII facility in compliance with all safety, health and
environmental requirements. See Appendix D.

37 There is, of course, a well-documented history of compliance failures at the General Iron Lincoln Park facility
before RMG took over ownership and management. See Appendix C, summarizing General Iron’s compliance
history, both before and since RMG involvement.

38 Key personnel at General Iron prior to the deal with RMG continued in their employment at the Lincoln Park
facility and are slated to serve in key roles at the proposed GIII/RMG. Adam Labkon was the Vice President at
General Iron prior to the deal with RMG and was the signator on a November 14, 2019 submission of supplemental
air permit application materials for the proposed General III. A news article from November 2020 reports that Mr.
Labkon is still employed by the “’new’ firm” of RMG. Hawthorne, supra note 30. Likewise, Jim Kallas was the
Environmental Manager at the General Iron facility in Lincoln Park prior to the deal with RMG, as described in
multiple CDPH inspection reports for 1909 N. Clifton. See Appendix B. Mr. Kallas’ name appeared 8§ times in the
November 11, 2020 application materials for the proposed GIII/RMG submitted by Southside Recycling (RMG) to
CDPH, in the position of Environmental Manager.
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v. Vill. of N. Utica, 2017 I1. App. 3d 150547 (2017). Indeed, Illinois courts have also held that a
municipality has a duty to prevent a known nuisance. Weiss v. Chicago, 23 I1l. App. 2d 280, 282—
83, (1st Dist. 1959) (““/A municipal corporation is required to exercise care to keep its streets and
alleys in a reasonably safe condition for the use of persons using them, who are themselves in the
exercise of ordinary care for their safety . . . and this includes anticipation of dangers which are
ordinarily and reasonably to be expected.”) (emphasis added); Shapiro v. Chicago 308 Il1. App.
613 (1941); Roumbos v. Chicago, 332 I11. 70 (1928).

Exercising its broad home rule authority, the City of Chicago explicitly prohibits nuisances caused
by businesses. Chicago Municipal Code 7-28-080 (“No substance, matter, or thing of any kind
whatever, which shall be dangerous or detrimental to health, shall be allowed to exist in
connection with any business, or be used therein . . . and no nuisance shall be permitted to exist in
connection with any business . . .”). Likewise, under the heading “Conditions detrimental to
health — Public nuisance,” the Code provides:

No building, vehicle, structure, receptacle, yard, lot, premises, or part thereof, shall
be made, used, kept, maintained, or operated in the city if such use, keeping,
maintaining, or operating shall be the occasion of any nuisance, or shall be
dangerous to life or detrimental to health.

Every building or structure constructed or maintained in violation of the building
provisions of this Code, or which is in an unsanitary condition, or in an unsafe or
dangerous condition, or which in any manner endangers health or safety of any
person or persons, is hereby declared to be a public nuisance.

Chicago Municipal Code 7-28-060.

The Commissioner of Health—and thereby CDPH—is the City authority designated by the Code
to carry out implementation and enforcement of the prohibitions against nuisances. Chicago
Municipal Code 2-112-160(a)(3) (“The Commissioner of Health shall have the following powers
and duties: . . . To cause all nuisances affecting the health of the public to be abated with all
reasonable promptness”) and 2-112-160(b)(1) (“To supervise the execution and implement all
laws, ordinances, and rules pertaining to environmental protection and control as provided in
Chapter 11-4 of the Municipal Code of Chicago.”).

Under the Code, “nuisance” is defined broadly:

In all cases where no provision is herein made defining what are nuisances and how
the same may be removed, abated, or prevented, in addition to what may be
declared such herein, these offenses which are known to the common law of the
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land and the statutes of Illinois as nuisances may, in case the same exist within the
city limits or within one mile thereof, be treated as such, and proceeded against as
is provided in this Code, or in accordance with any other provision of law.

7-28-030 (Common law and statutory nuisances). Accordingly, even a nuisance that is not
explicitly delineated in the Code may be prevented by the Commissioner. And, an activity
may constitute a nuisance even when it is being conducted in accordance with a permit
granted by a state agency. See Vill. Of Wilsonville v. SCA Services, Inc., 86 111. 2d 1
(1981); Whipple v. Vill. of N. Utica, 2017 11. App (3d) 150547.

The Chicago Municipal Code also exhibits a particular concern for nuisances caused by air
pollution and materials that may become airborne. See Chicago Municipal Code 11-4-770
(“The commissioner shall have jurisdiction and authority over the sources of any matter,
material, or substance likely to be scattered by wind or susceptible to becoming airborne or
a contributing factor to air pollution . . .”).

In accordance with the Municipal Code, the Large Recycling Rules explicitly recognize
that large recycling facilities may cause a public nuisance. The Rules state: . . . these
facilities can be significant sources of dust, contaminated storm and process water
discharges, metal-containing particulate or vapor, and possible radiation with the potential
to harm human health and the environment, and cause a public nuisance or adversely
impact the surrounding area or surrounding users . . .”. Large Recycling Rules, Precatory
Clauses. Further, the Rules require that an application for a large recycling facility permit
must “Demonstrate that the Facility will be designed and Operated in a manner that
prevents public nuisance and protects the public health, safety, and the environment. Id.

1 1 (emphasis added).

As set out extensively in comments being submitted by Natural Resources Defense
Council and incorporated herein, the RMG/GIII permit application fails to “demonstrate”
that the RMG/GIII facility will not cause a public nuisance. To the contrary, the permit
application is — as the NRDC comments and the CDPH deficiency letter elaborate —
“substantially deficient” to demonstrate that the RMG/GIII facility will not cause a
nuisance. Further, as set out in Section II of this comment and the attached Appendixes,
there is substantial cause to expect that the RMG/GIII facility will be operated as a
nuisance. Itis CDPH’s duty to protect the public by preventing the nuisance by denying
the permit.

* %k ock sk ok
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For the reasons above and for the reasons set out in the comments being submitted by
SETF and NRDC, we urge that CDPH stand up to its responsibilities to protect the already
overburdened Southeast Side environmental justice community and deny the GIII/RMG
permit. Should a permit be granted over these objections, CDPH must exercise its
authority and duty to impose permit conditions that will protect the community from any
and all harms that might emanate from the GIII/RMG operation.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Nancy C. Loeb
Nancy C. Loeb
Environmental Advocacy Center, Bluhm Legal Clinic

Northwestern Pritzker School of Law
On behalf of SSCBP

/s/ Logan Crossley

Logan Crossley

Environmental Advocacy Center, Bluhm Legal Clinic
Northwestern Pritzker School of Law

On behalf of SSCBP

/s/ Anna Busch
Anna Busch
Environmental Advocacy Center, Bluhm Legal Clinic

Northwestern Pritzker School of Law
On behalf of SSCBP

CC:

Dave Graham, CDPH

Megan Cunningham, CDPH

Jennifer Hesse, CDPH

Mort Ames, Law Dept.

Daniel Lurie, Chief of Policy
Candace Moore, Chief Equity Officer
Angela Tovar, CSO
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Appendix A

CDPH Environmental Complaints, 1909 N Clifton Ave

Information in this Appendix is taken from: https://data.cityofchicago.org/Environment-Sustainable-

Development/CDPH-Environmental-Complaints/fypr-ksnz/data
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ON 10/16/20
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TYPICAL FUGITIVE DUST
AND TOXINS COMING
FROM SITE

VERY STRONG METALLIC
SMELL

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12911921 06-NOV-20 16:00:00] SEE COMPLAINT 600914755 DATED 11/06/20; 1:45PM - 4:00PM

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12917970 ] ON NOVEMBER 6, 2020, SENIOR ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTOR TRACY RICKER RESPONDED TO A
311 COMPLAINT OF ODORS COMING FROM 1909 N CLIFTON AV, GENERAL IRON AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION, THE SITE
‘WAS IN OPERATION, WITH USE OF THE SHREDDER OBSERVED BY THE END OF THE INSPECTION, USE OF THE CRUSHER HAD
CEASED NO WATER WAS OBSERVED IN USE DURING THE INSPECTION DURING THE INSPECTION, THE ODOR OF METAL WAS
OBSERVED IN THE DIRECT VICINITY OF THE SITE, PARTICULARLY AT THE INTERSECTION OF N CLIFTON AV AND N MARCEY ST
‘WHILE STANDING IN THE VICINITY OF THIS INTERSECTION, PARTICULATE MATTER WAS VISIBLE IN THE AIR NO CITATIONS
‘WERE ISSUED IN RESPONSE TO THIS INSPECTION

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12911890 06-NOV-20 16:00:00] SEE COMPLAINT 600914755 DATED 11/06/20; 1:45PM - 4:00PM

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12910191 04-NOV-20 11:30:00] CALLER DESCRIBED AN EXHAUST SMELL BUT HER HOME ADDRESS WAS
BOUNDED BY ARTERIAL STREETS WITH STEADY TRAFFIC SO IDENTIFYING A PARTICULAR SOURCE WAS NEARLY IMPOSSIBLE
SHE WAS UNAVAILABLE AT THE PROVIDED PHONE NUMBER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12758175 26-OCT-20 13:40:00] ON OCTOBER 27, 2020, SENIOR ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTOR TRACY RICKER
RESPONDED TO A 311 COMPLAINT AT 1909 N CLIFTON AV, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES THE COMPLAINT WAS THAT WHITE
SMOKE WAS COMING OUT OF THE FACILITY AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION, INSPECTOR RICKER OBSERVED EMISSIONS
FROM THE STACK OF THE FACILITY ADDITIONALLY, EMISSIONS FROM THE SHREDDER WERE ALSO OBSERVED NO CITATIONS
‘WERE ISSUED IN RESPONSE TO THIS INSPECTION

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12760899 20-OCT-20 13:40:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING ODORS COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL
IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT
(ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WIND VELOCITY DURING THIS INSPECTION WERE ENE AT 6MPH

(LOCALCONDITIONS COM)WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON OCTOBER 20, 2020, ODORS WERE
OBSERVED AT THROOP ST AND WILLOW ST AND THE CLYBOURN PLACE BRIDGE IT IS AN UNPLEASANT ODOR OF SWEET
METAL THE SHREDDER WAS IN OPERATION BUT NO MISTING CANNON WERE OBSERVED TO BE IN OPERATION NO EMISSIONS
‘WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE SHREDDER DUST WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS MOVED MATERIALS AN ENFORCEMENT
ACTION IS ALREADY PENDING FOR THESE ISSUE

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12650050 01-OCT-20 10:20:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING "ODOR IS MUCH MORE EXTREME THAN TYPICAL FUGITIVE DUST AND
TOXINS? COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A
RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING
THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON OCTOBER 1, 2020, STRONG ODORS WERE OBSERVED ON MARCEY ST AND WISCONSIN ST
IT IS A PUNGENT AND UNPLEASANT ODOR OF BURNING, SWEET METAL THE SHREDDER WAS IN OPERATION AND ONLY ONE
MISTING CANNON WAS OBSERVED TO BE IN OPERATION THE ONLY MISTING CANNON IN OPERATION WAS ON THE WEST SIDE
OF THE PROPERTY, BEHIND THE SHREDDER NO EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE SHREDDER DUST WAS OBSERVED
WHEN WORKERS MOVED MATERIALS NO WAS WATER OBSERVED ON THE NORTHEASTERN SIDE OF THE PROPERTY AN
ENFORCEMENT ACTION IS ALREADY PENDING FOR THESE ISSUES

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12590238 25-SEP-20 14:15:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING ' VERY STRONG METALLIC SMELL? COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909
N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASSIVB
RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON SEPTEMBER
25, 2020, STRONG ODORS WERE OBSERVED ON KINGSBURY ST AND CORTLAND ST IT IS A PUNGENT AND UNPLEASANT ODOR OF
BURNING, SWEET METAL AUTO FLUFF WAS ALSO OBSERVED AT KINGSBURY ST AND CORTLAND ST ON THE STREET AND ON
THE MESHING SURROUNDING THE PROPERTY THE SHREDDER WAS IN OPERATION AND THE MISTING CANNONS AND WATER
SPRINKLERS WERE ON NO DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED NO EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE SHREDDER AN
ENFORCEMENT ACTION IS ALREADY PENDING FOR THIS ISSUE
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13776 = 09/22/2020

410716 ' 09/17/2020

10937 = 09/16/2020

410716 = 09/15/2020

13776 | 09/14/2020

417337 | 09/04/2020

FACILITY CAUSING DUST
ALL OVER THE AREA

TOXIC FUMES COMING
FROM FACILITY ALL THE
WAY FAR NORTH EAST
CORNER OF OZ PARK

TOXIC SMOKE AND
EMISSIONS COMING
FROM FACILITY
INCLUDES PARTICULATE
FLUFF IN THE AREA

THERE WAS AN
EXPLOSION CAUSING
SMOKE ERUPTION AND
HOUSES TO SHAKE

VERY OBNOXIOUS
ODORS COMING FROM
FACILITY

FACILITY IS CAUSING
STRONG ODORS GOING
INTO THE
NEIGHBORHOOD
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[INSPECTION LOG #: 12553579 22-SEP-20 12:30:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?FACILITY CAUSING DUST ALL OVER DEPT OF PUBLIC
THE AREA? 1 CHECKED FROM 2 DIFFERENT LOCATIONS, NORTH AND HEALTH
EAST OF THE FACILITY THE ONLY EMISSIONS
NOTED WERE WATER FROM THE SOURCES STATIONED ONSITE AND DUST FROM OFFLOADED MATERIALS
NEAR THE SHREDDER NONE OF THE DUST WENT
BEYOND THE IMMEDIATE VICINITY OF THE SHREDDER, MUCH LESS TO THE SITE PERIMETER
OR BEYOND

PHOTO A) FACILITY

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT AND INFORMED HER OF MY FINDINGS

NOTHING FURTHER
[INSPECTION LOG #: 12496003 17-SEP-20 11:55:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER DEPT OF PUBLIC
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING TOXIC FUMES COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, HEALTH

GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING

PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON SEPTEMBER 17, 2020,

ODORS WERE OBSERVED ON THROOP ST BETWEEN WABANSIA AVE AND CONCORD PL IT IS A PUNGENT AND UNPLEASANT

ODOR OF BURNING, SWEET METAL THE SHREDDER WAS IN OPERATION AND THE MISTING CANNONS AND WATER SPRINKLERS

WERE ON NO DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED NO EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE SHREDDER AN ENFORCEMENT

ACTION IS ALREADY PENDING FOR THIS ISSUE

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12463309 16-SEP-20 12:50:00] 1909 N CLIFTON-GENERAL IRONIN RESPONSE TO A COMPLAINT OF EXCESSIVE DEPT OF PUBLIC
DUST EMISSION FROM THE FACILITY, I ARRIVED TO THE SITE AND CANVASSED THE SITE FROM THE SURROUNDING AREA NEAR ~ HEALTH
CLYBOURN AVENUE AND KINGSBURY DURING THE INSPECTION, THE FACILITY METAL SHREDDER WAS IN USE OBSERVED THE

UNLOADING AND SORTING OF METAL MATERIALS AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION WATER MISTING CANNONS WERE IN USE

NO WATER TRUCK WAS OBSERVED AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION METAL PROCESSING ODORS WERE DETECTED

THROUGHOUT THE SITE AND NEAR CLYBOURN AVENUE WIND SPEED WSW APPROX 10MPH, TEMP 75F (WEATHER

CHANNEL COM)

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12485275 15-SEP-20 11:15:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER DEPT OF PUBLIC
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING * AN EXPLOSION CAUSING SMOKE HEALTH
ERUPTION AND HOUSES TO SHAKE COMING? FROM 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON

INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A

CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH

WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON SEPTEMBER

15, 2020, NO DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED I SPOKE TO JIM AND HE INFORMED

ME THAT THERE WAS A SMALL EXPLOSION AT THE INLET OF THE SHREDDER THE EXPLOSIVE
MATERIALS WERE NOT SHREDDED BUT THE EXPLOSION WAS INSIDE THE STRUCTURE, SO NO
MATERIALS LEFT THE SHREDDER THEIR

OPERATIONS CONTINUED AS NORMAL

CDPH WILL CONTINUE TO OBSERVE AND INVESTIGATE GII LLC

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12437459 14-SEP-20 13:50:00] I SPOKE TO THE COMPLAINANT, WHO DESCRIBED A NOXIOUS ODOR 'A FEW DEPT OF PUBLIC
DAYS AGO' HE SAID IT WAS WHILE HE WAS DRIVING ON THE 1-94 EXPRESSWAY, FIRST SMELLED FROM DIVISION TO ADDISON HEALTH

BUT HE LATER CHANGED THAT TO FROM DIVISION TO NORTH AVE [ TOLD HIM THAT THE DEPARTMENT HAD RECEIVED HIS

COMPLAINT

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12420248 04-SEP-20 14:40:00] ON SEPTEMBER 4, 2020, SENIOR ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTOR TRACY RICKER DEPT OF PUBLIC
RESPONDED TO A 311 COMPLAINT REGARDING ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON ST, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES AT THE TIME OF THE =HEALTH
INSPECTION, THE SHREDDER WAS IN OPERATION INSPECTOR RICKER OBSERVED WATER CANNONS IN USE INSPECTOR RICKER

TRAVERSED BOTH THE SITE AND THE ADJACENT NEIGHBORHOOD STRONG ODORS WERE OBSERVED ON SITE AND IN ITS

DIRECT VICINITY MILD ODORS WERE OBSERVED IN THE AREA OF THE ADJACENT NEIGHBORHOOD NO CITATIONS WERE

ISSUED AT THE TIME OF INSPECTION



AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

410716 | 09/03/2020

10937 | 08/27/2020

10937 = 08/26/2020

417337 | 08/21/2020

13776 = 07/28/2020

410716 | 07/10/2020

410716 = 06/03/2020

VERY STRONG BURNING
SMELL COMING FROM
FACILITY

VERY STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

THERE IS A METALLIC
SMELL IN THE AIR
CALLER SAID HER EYES
BURN AND THROAT
HURTS

VERY STRONG ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

EMITTING HORRIBLE
NOXIOUS GASES AND
BURNING METALS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

FACILITY IS BACK IN
OPERATION CAUSING
STRONG FUMES

VERY STRONG BURNING
SMELL COMING FROM
FACILITY

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12418950 03-SEP-20 14:10:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING VERY STRONG BURNING SMELL COMING FROM 1909 N CLIFTON AVE,
GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING
PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON SEPTEMBER 3, 2020, A
SLIGHT ODOR OF METAL WAS OBSERVED AT CLIFTON MARCEY AND AT WISCONSIN KINGSBURY THE SHREDDER WAS IN
OPERATION AND THE MISTING CANNONS AND WATER SPRINKLERS WERE ON NO DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED NO
EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE SHREDDER CDPH WILL CONTINUE TO OBSERVE AND INVESTIGATE GII LLC
[INSPECTION LOG #: 12312495 27-AUG-20 12:00:00] 1909 N CLIFTON- GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIESIN RESPONSE TO A COMPLAINT, I
ARRIVED TO THE AREA OF CLIFTON AND KINGSBURY AVENUE AND CANVASSED FOR EXCESSIVE ODORS FROM GENERAL IRON
METAL PROCESSING FACILITY DURING THE INSPECTION I DETECTED MILD METAL PROCESSING ODORS NEAR CLIFTON AND
KINGSBURY AVENUE WATER MISTER CANNONS AND WATER TRUCKS WERE IN USE AT THIS TIME FOR DUST CONTROL ODORS
DETECTED AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION WERE NOT EXCESSIVE

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12302814 ] 1909 N CLIFTON-GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES IN RESPONSE TO A COMPLAINT, I ARRIVED TO THE
AREA OF CLYBOURN AND CLIFTON AVE AND CANVASSED FOR EXCESSIVE ODORS FROM GENERAL IRON METAL PROCESSING
INDUSTRIES OBSERVED METAL SHREDDING AND PROCESSING ACTIVITY IN PROGRESS AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION
DURING MY CANVASS OF THE AREA, MILD METAL PROCESSING ODORS WERE DETECTED NEAR THE FACILITY AT CLIFTON AVE
ODORS DETECTED AT THIS TIME WERE NOT EXCESSIVE I EXPERIENCE NO ADVERSE AFFECTS TO MY BODY AT THIS TIME 1
INTERVIEWED JIM, FACILITY ENVIRONMENTAL STAFF MEMBER REGRADING THE COMPLAINT I INFORMED JIM OF MY
FINDINGS AND THAT HE SHOULD MAKE SURE HE IS USING AN APPROPRIATE AMOUNTS OF WATER THROUGHOUT THE SITE
FOR DUST CONTROL

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12559177 21-AUG-20 00:00:00]

[INSPECTION LOG #: 12110604 28-JUL-20 12:00:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?EMITTING HORRIBLE NOXIOUS GASES
AND BURNING METALS COMING FROM FACILITY?

THIS IS A SHREDDING OPERATION THAT HAS BEEN OUT OF OPERATION FOR MONTHS

DUE TO EQUIPMENT BREAKDOWNS THE

SHREDDER HAS NOT BEEN IN OPERATION AND ACTIVITIES HAVE BEEN LIMITED TO

RECEIVING SMALLER AMOUNTS OF MATERIALS AND COLLECTING THEM IN LARGER AMOUNTS

FOR SHIPMENT TO OTHER VENDORS

PHOTO A) FACILITY

THE COMPLAINANT SENT ME VIDEOS THAT WERE SUPPOSED TO SHOW
THE ACTIVITY THAT SHE COMPLAINS OF BUT THEY DID NOT SHOW ANY VIOLATION

I MET WITH JIM CALLAS (ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER FOR THE FACILITY) 7HE CONFIRMED THAT

THEY WERE NOT OPERATING THE SHREDDER

TESTING OF POLLUTION CONTROL EQUIPMENT REMAINS TO BE DONE BEFORE RESUMING

SHREDDER USE

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11970680 10-JUL-20 13:45:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING FACILITY BACK IN OPERATION, CREATING FUMES AT 1909 N CLIFTON
AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING
PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON JULY 10, 2020, ONLY A
SLIGHT ODOR OF METAL WAS OBSERVED THE SHREDDER WAS NOT IN OPERATION BUT WORKERS WERE MOVING MATERIALS
TO TRUCKS I SPOKE TO JIM AND HE INFORMED ME THAT THEY ARE ONLY RECEIVING MATERIAL AND LOADING IT INTO
TRUCKS TO BE TRANSPORTED TO AN OUT OF STATE FACILITY TO PROCESS DUST WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS MOVED
MATERIALS IINFORM JIM TO KEEP THE MISTING CANNONS OPERATING AT ALL TIMES WHEN MATERIALS ARE BEING MOVED
THE MISTING CANNONS WERE TURNED ON THE MIST CREATED BY THE MISTING CANNONS (ORANGE) CAN LOOK LIKE AIR
BORNE PARTICULATE BUT IT IS ONLY WATER CDPH WILL CONTINUE TO INSPECT GENERAL IRON

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11800816 08-JUN-20 12:15:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING VERY STRONG BURNING SMELL COMING FROM FACILITY AT 1909 N
CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB
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410716 | 05/18/2020

410716 | 04/28/2020

410716 ' 04/24/2020

410716 | 04/24/2020

410716 = 04/21/2020

NOTICED PARTICULATE
FLUFF LINING ON SIDE
WALK CRACKS AROUND
TREES AND ILLEGAL
POISONOUS HEAVY
METAL DEBRIS

VERY STRONG TOXIC
ODORS COMING FROM
FACILITY

THERE IS HIGHLY TOXIC
SMELL COMING FROM
THE FACILITY SMELLED
LIKE METALLIC

VERY STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

VERY STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

SMELL OF CHEMICAL
FUMES ALL OVER THE
AREA EMANATING
FROM FACILITY

RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON JUNE 8, 2020,
GENERAL IRON WAS OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN OPERATION DUE TO AN INCIDENT THAT OCCURRED ON MAY 18, 2020 THE
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDINGS AND THE FIRE DEPARTMENT DEEMED THE PROPERTY ‘AN IMMEDIATE DANGER AND
CONSTITUTES AN IMMINENT THREAT TO THE PUBLIC AT LARGE ?I OBSERVED CONTRACTORS DISASSEMBLING AND MOVING
THE RTO WITH A CRANE NO WELDING OR TORCH CUTTING WAS SEEN THERE WAS STILL SORTING OF MATERIALS THAT HAD
BEEN ONSITE PREVIOUSLY NO ODORS OR DUST WERE OBSERVED I SPOKE TO JIM KALLAS AND HE INFORMED ME THAT THEY
ARE INSTALLING MORE FABRIC MESHING ON THE FENCING AND FOUR MORE MISTING CANNONS TO CONTROL WINDBORNE
PARTICULATE CDPHS INVESTIGATION IS STILL ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11691385 28-MAY-20 15:30:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING AUTO FLUFF IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD THAT CAME FROM THE FACILITY
AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GIT LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A
CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH I SPOKE TO THE COMPLAINTANT AND THEY EXPLAINED
THAT THERE IS AUTO FLUFF ALL OVER THE NEIGHBORHOOD WHEN THEY WALK AROUND THEIR NEIGHBORHOOD, THEY
HAVE OBSERVED AUTO FLUFF ON MAUD ST, ARMITAGE AVE, RACINE AVE, AND SEMINARYAVE IT IS FOUND IN THE DIRT,
BETWEEN SIDEWAYS, AND ON OUR PARKS WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON MAY 28, 2020, GENERAL
IRON WAS OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN OPERATION DUE TO AN INCIDENT THAT OCCURRED ON MAY 18, 2020 THE DEPARTMENT
OF BUILDINGS AND THE FIRE DEPARTMENT DEEMED THE PROPERTY * AN IMMEDIATE DANGER AND CONSTITUTES AN
IMMINENT THREAT TO THE PUBLIC AT LARGE ?AS I WALKED AROUND THE NEIGHBORHOOD, I OBSERVED AUTO FLUFF AT THE
FOLLOWING LOCATIONS: MAUD AVE RACINE AVE, MAUD AVE SEMINARY AVE, ARMITAGE AVE RACINE AVE, AND ON MAUD
AVE BETWEEN RACINE AVE SEMINARY AVE CDPHS INVESTIGATION IS STILL. ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11607142 18-MAY-20 13:30:00] PLEASE VIEW REPORT IN INSPECTION# 1500161

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11491696 28-APR-20 12:30:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING HIGHLY TOXIC ODORS COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON
AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING
PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON APRIL 28, 2020, ODORS
‘WERE OBSERVED ON THROOP ST AND WABANSIA AVE IT IS A PUNGENT AND UNPLEASANT ODOR OF BURNING, SWEET METAL
WITH WAVES OF AN UNFAMILIAR ODOR SIMILAR TO MEN?S COLOGNE THE SAME ODORS WERE OBSERVED ONSITE AT GII LLC
SMOKE AND UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE SHREDDER TWO MISTING CANNONS (WEST SIDE OF THE
SHREDDER AND EAST SIDE OF THE SHREDDER) WERE DEPLOYED DURING THIS INSPECTION BUT WITH THE WIND DIRECTION,
IT DID NOT SEEM TO COMPLETELY CONTROL WINDBORNE PARTICULATE AND THE UNTREATED EMISSIONS THAT MIGRATED
OFFSITE AN ENFORCEMENT ACTION IS ALREADY PENDING FOR THESE ISSUES

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11496730 24-APR-20 11:00:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING STRONG CHEMICAL ODORS COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N
CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASSIVB
RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON APRIL 24,
2020, ODORS WERE OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING LOCATIONS: HOME DEPOT (1232 W NORTH AVE), THROOP ST WABANSIA
AVE, AND THROOP ST WILLOW ST IT IS A PUNGENT AND UNPLEASANT ODOR OF BURNING, SWEET METAL WITH WAVES OF
AN UNFAMILIAR ODOR SIMILAR TO AN AIR FRESHENER THE SAME ODORS WERE OBSERVED ONSITE AT GII LLC UNTREATED
EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE SHREDDER NO DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED WHEN THE WORKERS DISTURBED
THE MATERIAL PILES NO MISTING CANNONS OR WATER TRUCKS WERE OBSERVED AUTO FLUFF WAS OBSERVED AT THE
INTERSECTION OF CLIFTON AVE AND MARCEY ST AN ENFORCEMENT ACTION IS ALREADY PENDING FOR THESE ISSUES
[INSPECTION LOG #: 11886961 24-APR-20 14:10:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS
CANVASSED THE AREA AROUND GII LLC FOR A SECOND TIME ON APRIL 24, 2020 ODORS AND VISIBLE EMISSIONS WERE
OBSERVED LEAVING THE SHREDDER IT IS A PUNGENT AND UNPLEASANT ODOR OF BURNING, SWEET METAL WITH WAVES OF
AN UNFAMILIAR ODOR SIMILAR TO AN AIR FRESHENER WERE OBSERVED AT THROOP AVE AND WABANSIA ST AN
ENFORCEMENT ACTION IS ALREADY PENDING FOR THESE ISSUES

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11491386 21-APR-20 11:00:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE,
GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING
PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON APRIL 21, 2020, ODORS
WERE OBSERVED ON KINGBURY ST BETWEEN CLIFTON AVE AND NORTH AVE IT IS A PUNGENT AND UNPLEASANT ODOR OF
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10937 | 04/17/2020

410716 | 03/27/2020

410716 | 03/26/2020

410716 | 03/23/2020

410716 ' 03/19/2020

LOTS OF DUST COMING
FROM FACILITY

YESTERDAY THE TOXIC
FUMES FROM FACILITY
WERE EXTREMELY
STRONG

THERE WAS A STRONG
METALLIC SMELL THIS
AFTERNOON/EVENING

STRONG FUMES COMING
INTO THE
COMPLAINANT HOME
FROM FACILITY

FACILITY IS SPEWING
NOXIOUS FUMES, DUST
AND POLLUTION INTO
THE AIR THAT CAN BE
SMELLED FOR AT LEAST
A MILE RADIUS THEIR
OPERATION OF
GRINDING AND

BURNING, SWEET METAL WITH WAVES OF AN UNFAMILIAR ODOR SIMILAR TO FEBREZE THE SAME ODORS WERE OBSERVED
ONSITE AT GII LLC UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP AND THE SIDES OF THE SHREDDER DUST WAS
OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED THE MATERIAL PILES TWO MISTING CANNONS (WEST SIDE OF THE SHREDDER AND
EAST SIDE OF THE SHREDDER) WERE DEPLOYED DURING THIS INSPECTION BUT WITH THE WINDY CONDITIONS, IT DID NOT
SEEM TO COMPLETELY CONTROL WINDBORNE PARTICULATE AND THE UNTREATED EMISSIONS THAT MIGRATED

OFFSITE AUTO FLUFF WAS OBSERVED AT KINGSBURY ST CLIFTON AVE AND AT KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST AN
ENFORCEMENT ACTION IS ALREADY PENDING FOR THESE ISSUES

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11324588 17-APR-20 13:10:00] 1909 N CLIFTON-GENERAL IRONIN RESPONSE TO A COMPLAINT OF EXCESSIVE
DUST EMISSION FROM THE FACILITY, I ARRIVED TO THE SITE AND CANVASSED THE SITE FROM THE SURROUNDING AREA NEAR
CLYBOURN AVENUE AND KINGSBURY DURING THE INSPECTION, THE FACILITY METAL SHREDDER WAS NOT IN USE OBSERVED
THE UNLOADING AND SORTING OF METAL MATERIALS AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION I INTERVIEWED JIM, SITE MANAGER,
REGARDING THE COMPLAINT JIM STATED THAT THE SHREDDER IS OUT OF OPERATION UNTIL MONDAY APRIL 20, 2020
OBSERVED METAL STORAGE PILES THROUGHOUT THE FACILITY DAMP FROM THE RECENT SNOW AND RAIN IN THE AREA JIM
STATED THAT WATER IN USED FOR DUST CONTROL AND WILL BE USED TODAY AS NEEDED WIND SPEED NE APPROX 13MPH,
HUMIDITY 86%, VISIBILITY 9 0 MILES, TEMP 35F (WEATHER CHANNEL COM) NO DUST EMISSION WERE OBSERVED FROM THE
FACILITY AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11491111 27-MAR-20 15:20:00] PLEASE VIEW SR# 600800963 FOR INSPECTION REPORT THE NARRATIVE IS
LISTED BELOW 'CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S
COMPLAINT REGARDING ODORS COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC)
GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY

CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON MARCH 27, 2020, ODORS WERE OBSERVED AT THE
FOLLOWING LOCATIONS: HOME DEPOT PARKING LOT (1232 W NORTH AVE) AND THROOP ST WABANSIA ST IT IS A PUNGENT
ODOR OF BURNING, SWEET METAL THAT MAKES IT HARD TO FULLY INHALE THE SAME ODORS OF BURNING, SWEET METAL
‘WERE OBSERVED ONSITE AT GII LLC UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP AND THE SIDES OF THE
SHREDDER NO DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED THE MATERIAL PILES MISTING CANNONS WERE
NOT IN OPERATION AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION AN ENFORCEMENT ACTION IS ALREADY PENDING FOR THESE ISSUES '
[INSPECTION LOG #: 11478772 27-MAR-20 15:20:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING ODORS COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL
IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT
(ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON MARCH 27, 2020, ODORS WERE
OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING LOCATIONS: HOME DEPOT PARKING LOT (1232 W NORTH AVE) AND THROOP ST WABANSIA ST
IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF BURNING, SWEET METAL THAT MAKES IT HARD TO FULLY INHALE THE SAME ODORS OF BURNING,
SWEET METAL WERE OBSERVED ONSITE AT GII LLC UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP AND THE
SIDES OF THE SHREDDER NO DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED THE MATERIAL PILES MISTING
CANNONS WERE NOT IN OPERATION AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION AN ENFORCEMENT ACTION IS ALREADY PENDING FOR
THESE ISSUES

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11448114 23-MAR-20 14:00:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING STRONG FUMES COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE,
GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING
PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON MARCH 23, 2020, ODORS
‘WERE OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING LOCATIONS: KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST, CLIFTON AVE MARCEY ST, AND MARCEY ST
WISCONSIN ST IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF BURNING, SWEET METAL THAT MAKES IT HARD TO FULLY INHALE THE SAME
ODORS OF BURNING, SWEET METAL WERE OBSERVED ONSITE AT GII LLC UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE ALSO OBSERVED
ESCAPING THE TOP AND THE SIDES OF THE SHREDDER NO DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED THE
MATERIAL PILES THE GROUND WAS SATURATED WITH WATER AS IT HAD RECENTLY SNOWED MISTING CANNONS WERE NOT
IN OPERATION AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION AN ENFORCEMENT ACTION IS ALREADY PENDING FOR THESE ISSUES
[INSPECTION LOG #: 11124169 19-MAR-20 11:10:00] *MAIL*CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL
ENGINEER RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE
SPEWING NOXIOUS FUMES, DUST, AND POLLUTION INTO THE AIR THAT CAN BE SMELLED FOR AT LEAST A MILES RADIUS; IT IS
A CONSTANT HEALTH HAZARD GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT
(ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON MARCH 19, 2020, ODORS WERE
OBSERVED ON CORTLAND ST BETWEEN ELSTON AVE CLYBOURN AVE IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET, BURNING METAL
THAT BURNS MY NOSTRILS AND MAKES IT UNCOMFORTABLE FOR ME BREATHE IN WHEN OBSERVING THE SHREDDER FROM
ACROSS THE NORTH BRANCH CHICAGO RIVER ON THROOP ST AND THE HOME DEPOT PARKING LOT (1232 W NORTH AVE),
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BURNING WHOLE CARS
AND OTHER MATERIALS
IS A CONSTANT HEALTH
HAZARD

VERY STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

EARLY MORNING
BETWEEN 2 AM AND 6
AM THEY ARE
RELEASING TOXIC GAS
THAT MAKES MY
FAMILY AND ME SICK
‘WE WAKE UP SICK ALSO
WITH A HEADACHE

UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE SHREDDER BLACK SMOKE WAS ALSO OBSERVED PERIODICALLY
ESCAPING THE SHREDDER AUTO FLUFF/AUTO SHREDDER RESIDUE WAS OBSERVED AT THE INTERSECTION OF CLIFTON AVE
AND MARCEY ST, ON BOTH THE PAWS CHICAGO TRAINING CENTER PROPERTY (1933 N MARCEY ST) AND THE LOCK UP SELF
STORAGE PROPERTY (1930 NORTH CLYBOURN AVE) BOTH PROPERTIES ARE DIRECTLY NORTHEAST OF THE GII, LLC PROPERTY
AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE AUTO FLUFF IS A PRODUCT OF SHREDDING OPERATIONS AND IT CONSIST OF FINE PARTICLES OF
GLASS, FIBERS, RUBBER, METAL, PLASTIC, DIRT, AND AUTOMOTIVE FLUIDS MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN
OPERATION TO CONTROL AIRBORNE PARTICLES AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION NO FUGITIVE DUST OR DEBRIS WAS
OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED MATERIAL PILES AND MOVED MATERIALS TO AND FROM TRUCK TRAILERS SINCE THE
PILES AND GROUND HAD BEEN SATURATED WITH WATER FROM THE RECENT RAIN I ALSO OBSERVED GII LLC PERSONNEL
REMOVING AUTO FLUFF FROM THE PUBLIC WAY ON MARCEY ST A NOV CITATION #E000034390 WAS ISSUED FOR AIR
POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-730) AND HANDLING OF MATERIAL SUSCEPTIBLE TO BECOMING WINDBORNE (11-4-760[A]) TO
GII, LLC A NOV CITATION #E000034391 WAS ISSUED FOR VIOLATING ANY CONDITION IMPOSED BY THE PERMIT (11-4-030[B])
SPECIAL CONDITION 46 WHICH REQUIRES THE PERMITTEE TO CONTROL AND SUPPRESS DUST AND OTHER MATERIALS TO
PREVENT OFF-SITE MIGRATION AND NUISANCE IN CONNECTION WITH BUSINESS (7-28-080) TO GII, LLC THE HEARING DATE
FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON JULY 9, 2020 AT 1:00 PM AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST THE CITATION WILL BE SERVED VIA US MAIL
TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) AGENT LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS SECRETARY OF STATE CORPORATION FILE DETAIL
REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS ILLINOIS CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD,
IL 62703

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11208389 12-MAR-20 15:30:00] *MAIL*CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL
ENGINEER RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING VERY STRONG CHEMICAL ODORS COMING FROM THE
FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) IS LOCATED AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE AND OPERATES A
RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING
THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON MARCH 12, 2020, STRONG ODORS WERE OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING INTERSECTIONS:
KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST AND CLYBOURN AVE, RACINE AVE, CORTLAND ST IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET, BURNING
METAL WHEN OBSERVING GII LLC FROM KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST, THE ODORS WERE VERY STRONG AND PARTICULATE
‘WAS BLOWING DIRECTLY AT ME SINCE THE WIND WAS COMING FROM THE SOUTHEAST I COULD NOT FULLY INHALE NOR
COULD I KEEP MY EYES OPEN AT THIS LOCATION WHEN LEAVING THE AREA AFTER THE INSPECTION, I COULD FEEL MY NOSE
THROBBING AND CHEST DISCOMFORT AUTO FLUFF/AUTO SHREDDER RESIDUE WAS ALSO OBSERVED IN THE PUBLIC WAY AT
KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST AUTO FLUFF IS A PRODUCT OF SHREDDING OPERATIONS AND IT CONSIST OF FINE PARTICLES OF
GLASS, FIBERS, RUBBER, METAL, PLASTIC, DIRT, AND AUTOMOTIVE FLUIDS MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN
OPERATION TO CONTROL AIRBORNE PARTICLES AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION A NOV CITATION #E000034397 WAS ISSUED
FOR AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-730) AND NUISANCE IN CONNECTION WITH BUSINESS (7-28-080) TO GII LLC A NOV
CITATION #E00003438 WAS ISSUED FOR HANDLING AND STORAGE OF MATERIAL SUSCEPTIBLE TO BECOMING WINDBORNE (11-
4-760(A)) AND VIOLATING ANY CONDITION IMPOSED BY THE PERMIT (11-4-030[B]) SPECIAL CONDITION 46 WHICH REQUIRES
THE PERMITTEE TO CONTROL AND SUPPRESS DUST AND OTHER MATERIALS TO PREVENT OFF-SITE MIGRATION TO GII LLC THE
HEARING DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON JULY 9, 2020 AT 1:00 P M AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST THE CITATION WILL BE
SERVED VIA US MAIL TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) AGENT LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS SECRETARY OF STATE
CORPORATION FILE DETAIL REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS IS ILLINOIS CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI
STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11154864 09-MAR-20 14:35:00] *"MAIL*GII, LLC WAS INSPECTED ON 3/9/2020, PLEASE VIEW SR# 600792216 THE
NARRATIVE HAS BEEN ADDED BELOW 'CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER RESPONDED
TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING A BURNING CHEMICAL OR PLASTIC SMELL OBSERVED AT THE CORNER OF CLYBOURN
AVE AND CORTLAND ST COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) IS
LOCATED AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE AND OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT
(ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON MARCH 9, 2020, ODORS WERE
OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING INTERSECTIONS: KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST, CLIFTON AVE MARCEY ST, AND CLYBOURN
AVE, RACINE AVE, CORTLAND ST IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET, BURNING METAL THAT BURNS MY NOSTRILS AND MAKES
IT UNCOMFORTABLE AND DIFFICULT FOR ME TO FULLY INHALE IT IS THE SAME ODOR OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN OBSERVING
THE SHREDDER FROM ACROSS THE NORTH BRANCH CHICAGO RIVER ON THROOP ST AND THE HOME DEPOT PARKING LOT
(1232 W NORTH AVE), UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP OF SHREDDER MISTING CANNONS WERE
OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN OPERATION TO CONTROL AIRBORNE PARTICLES AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION NO FUGITIVE
DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED MATERIAL PILES AND MOVED MATERIALS TO AND FROM
TRUCK TRAILERS SINCE THE PILES AND GROUND HAD BEEN SATURATED WITH WATER FROM THE RECENT RAIN I SPOKE TO JIM
ABOUT THE RECENT NOISE COMPLAINANTS; HE INFORMED ME THAT THEY HALT OPERATION OF THE SHREDDER AT 19:00HRS
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CRUSHING CARS
OUTSIDE STATUTORY
PERMISSIBLE HOURS
CREATING LOUD NOISE

CALLER STATES THAT
BETWEEN 2:45 AM AND
4:00 AM THEY ARE
RELEASING LARGE
QUANTITIES OF A TOXIC
GAS THAT IS MAKING US
SICK

LOUD CRUSHING NOISE
AWAKENED AT 2:45 AM
AND CONTINUE UNTIL 4

AND THEY ALSO END DELIVERIES AT 19:00HRS DELIVERIES START APPROXIMATELY AROUND 05:30HRS AND THE SHREDDER
TURNS ON AROUND 07:00HRS THEY ONLY OPERATE THE NON-FERROUS METAL PLANT DURING THE EVENING AND EARLY
MORNING HOURS A NOV CITATION #E000034395 WAS ISSUED FOR AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-730) AND NUISANCE IN
CONNECTION WITH BUSINESS (7-28-080) TO GII LLC THE HEARING DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON JULY 9, 2020 AT 1:00
PM AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST THE CITATION WILL BE SERVED VIA US MAIL TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) AGENT
LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS SECRETARY OF STATE CORPORATION FILE DETAIL REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS IS
ILLINOIS CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703 '

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11154818 09-MAR-20 14:35:00] *"MAIL*GII, LLC WAS INSPECTED ON 3/9/2020, PLEASE VIEW SR# 600792216 THE
NARRATIVE HAS BEEN ADDED BELOW 'CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER RESPONDED
TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING A BURNING CHEMICAL OR PLASTIC SMELL OBSERVED AT THE CORNER OF CLYBOURN
AVE AND CORTLAND ST COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) IS
LOCATED AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE AND OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT
(ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON MARCH 9, 2020, ODORS WERE
OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING INTERSECTIONS: KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST, CLIFTON AVE MARCEY ST, AND CLYBOURN
AVE, RACINE AVE, CORTLAND ST IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET, BURNING METAL THAT BURNS MY NOSTRILS AND MAKES
IT UNCOMFORTABLE AND DIFFICULT FOR ME TO FULLY INHALE IT IS THE SAME ODOR OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN OBSERVING
THE SHREDDER FROM ACROSS THE NORTH BRANCH CHICAGO RIVER ON THROOP ST AND THE HOME DEPOT PARKING LOT
(1232 W NORTH AVE), UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP OF SHREDDER MISTING CANNONS WERE
OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN OPERATION TO CONTROL AIRBORNE PARTICLES AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION NO FUGITIVE
DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED MATERIAL PILES AND MOVED MATERIALS TO AND FROM
TRUCK TRAILERS SINCE THE PILES AND GROUND HAD BEEN SATURATED WITH WATER FROM THE RECENT RAIN I SPOKE TO JIM
ABOUT THE RECENT NOISE COMPLAINANTS; HE INFORMED ME THAT THEY HALT OPERATION OF THE SHREDDER AT 19:00HRS
AND THEY ALSO END DELIVERIES AT 19:00HRS DELIVERIES START APPROXIMATELY AROUND 05:30HRS AND THE SHREDDER
TURNS ON AROUND 07:00HRS THEY ONLY OPERATE THE NON-FERROUS METAL PLANT DURING THE EVENING AND EARLY
MORNING HOURS A NOV CITATION #E000034395 WAS ISSUED FOR AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-730) AND NUISANCE IN
CONNECTION WITH BUSINESS (7-28-080) TO GII LLC THE HEARING DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON JULY 9, 2020 AT 1:00
PM AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST THE CITATION WILL BE SERVED VIA US MAIL TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) AGENT
LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS SECRETARY OF STATE CORPORATION FILE DETAIL REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS IS
ILLINOIS CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703 '

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11154697 09-MAR-20 14:35:00] *"MAIL*GII, LLC WAS INSPECTED ON 3/9/2020, PLEASE VIEW SR# 600792216 THE
NARRATIVE HAS BEEN ADDED BELOW 'CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER RESPONDED
TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING A BURNING CHEMICAL OR PLASTIC SMELL OBSERVED AT THE CORNER OF CLYBOURN
AVE AND CORTLAND ST COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) IS
LOCATED AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE AND OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT
(ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON MARCH 9, 2020, ODORS WERE
OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING INTERSECTIONS: KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST, CLIFTON AVE MARCEY ST, AND CLYBOURN
AVE, RACINE AVE, CORTLAND ST IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET, BURNING METAL THAT BURNS MY NOSTRILS AND MAKES
IT UNCOMFORTABLE AND DIFFICULT FOR ME TO FULLY INHALE IT IS THE SAME ODOR OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN OBSERVING
THE SHREDDER FROM ACROSS THE NORTH BRANCH CHICAGO RIVER ON THROOP ST AND THE HOME DEPOT PARKING LOT
(1232 W NORTH AVE), UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP OF SHREDDER MISTING CANNONS WERE
OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN OPERATION TO CONTROL AIRBORNE PARTICLES AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION NO FUGITIVE
DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED MATERIAL PILES AND MOVED MATERIALS TO AND FROM
TRUCK TRAILERS SINCE THE PILES AND GROUND HAD BEEN SATURATED WITH WATER FROM THE RECENT RAIN I SPOKE TO JIM
ABOUT THE RECENT NOISE COMPLAINANTS; HE INFORMED ME THAT THEY HALT OPERATION OF THE SHREDDER AT 19:00HRS
AND THEY ALSO END DELIVERIES AT 19:00HRS DELIVERIES START APPROXIMATELY AROUND 05:30HRS AND THE SHREDDER
TURNS ON AROUND 07:00HRS THEY ONLY OPERATE THE NON-FERROUS METAL PLANT DURING THE EVENING AND EARLY
MORNING HOURS A NOV CITATION #E000034395 WAS ISSUED FOR AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-730) AND NUISANCE IN
CONNECTION WITH BUSINESS (7-28-080) TO GII LLC THE HEARING DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON JULY 9, 2020 AT 1:00
PM AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST THE CITATION WILL BE SERVED VIA US MAIL TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) AGENT
LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS SECRETARY OF STATE CORPORATION FILE DETAIL REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS IS
ILLINOIS CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703 '

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11154566 09-MAR-20 14:35:00] “MAIL*GIL, LLC WAS INSPECTED ON 3/9/2020, PLEASE VIEW SR# 600792216 THE
NARRATIVE HAS BEEN ADDED BELOW 'CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER RESPONDED
TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING A BURNING CHEMICAL OR PLASTIC SMELL OBSERVED AT THE CORNER OF CLYBOURN
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AM VERY DISTURBING
ALSO HORRIBLE GASSY
ODORS THAT MAKE US
CHOKE AND CAUSE A
HEADACHE

BURNING CHEMICAL
SMELL OR PLASTIC
COMING FROM
FACILITY CORNER OF
CLYBOURN AND
CORTLAND

THEY ARE CRUSHING
CARS AT 4 AM CREATING
LOUD NOISE AND
WAKING UP THE
NEIGHBORS ALSO
EMITTING A TOXIC GAS
ODORS THAT
OVERWHELMS IN MY
HOUSE

5 COMPLAINTS
RECEIVED REGARDING
ODORS AND NOISE SR20-
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AVE AND CORTLAND ST COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) IS
LOCATED AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE AND OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT
(ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON MARCH 9, 2020, ODORS WERE
OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING INTERSECTIONS: KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST, CLIFTON AVE MARCEY ST, AND CLYBOURN
AVE, RACINE AVE, CORTLAND ST IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET, BURNING METAL THAT BURNS MY NOSTRILS AND MAKES
IT UNCOMFORTABLE AND DIFFICULT FOR ME TO FULLY INHALE IT IS THE SAME ODOR OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN OBSERVING
THE SHREDDER FROM ACROSS THE NORTH BRANCH CHICAGO RIVER ON THROOP ST AND THE HOME DEPOT PARKING LOT
(1232 W NORTH AVE), UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP OF SHREDDER MISTING CANNONS WERE
OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN OPERATION TO CONTROL AIRBORNE PARTICLES AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION NO FUGITIVE
DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED MATERIAL PILES AND MOVED MATERIALS TO AND FROM
TRUCK TRAILERS SINCE THE PILES AND GROUND HAD BEEN SATURATED WITH WATER FROM THE RECENT RAIN I SPOKE TO JIM
ABOUT THE RECENT NOISE COMPLAINANTS; HE INFORMED ME THAT THEY HALT OPERATION OF THE SHREDDER AT 19:00HRS
AND THEY ALSO END DELIVERIES AT 19:00HRS DELIVERIES START APPROXIMATELY AROUND 05:30HRS AND THE SHREDDER
TURNS ON AROUND 07:00HRS THEY ONLY OPERATE THE NON-FERROUS METAL PLANT DURING THE EVENING AND EARLY
MORNING HOURS A NOV CITATION #E000034395 WAS ISSUED FOR AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-730) AND NUISANCE IN
CONNECTION WITH BUSINESS (7-28-080) TO GII LLC THE HEARING DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON JULY 9, 2020 AT 1:00
PM AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST THE CITATION WILL BE SERVED VIA US MAIL TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) AGENT
LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS SECRETARY OF STATE CORPORATION FILE DETAIL REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS IS
ILLINOIS CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703 "

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11152408 09-MAR-20 14:35:00] *MAIL*CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL
ENGINEER RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING A BURNING CHEMICAL OR PLASTIC SMELL OBSERVED AT THE
CORNER OF CLYBOURN AVE AND CORTLAND ST COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE GENERAL IRON
INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) IS LOCATED AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE AND OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASSIVB
RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON MARCH 9,
2020, ODORS WERE OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING INTERSECTIONS: KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST, CLIFTON AVE MARCEY ST,
AND CLYBOURN AVE, RACINE AVE, CORTLAND ST IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET, BURNING METAL THAT BURNS MY
NOSTRILS AND MAKES IT UNCOMFORTABLE AND DIFFICULT FOR ME TO FULLY INHALE IT IS THE SAME ODOR OBSERVED
ONSITE WHEN OBSERVING THE SHREDDER FROM ACROSS THE NORTH BRANCH CHICAGO RIVER ON THROOP ST AND THE
HOME DEPOT PARKING LOT (1232 W NORTH AVE), UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP OF
SHREDDER MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN OPERATION TO CONTROL AIRBORNE PARTICLES AT THE TIME
OF THE INSPECTION NO FUGITIVE DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED MATERIAL PILES AND
MOVED MATERIALS TO AND FROM TRUCK TRAILERS SINCE THE PILES AND GROUND HAD BEEN SATURATED WITH WATER
FROM THE RECENT RAIN I SPOKE TO JIM ABOUT THE RECENT NOISE COMPLAINANTS; HE INFORMED ME THAT THEY HALT
OPERATION OF THE SHREDDER AT 19:00HRS AND THEY ALSO END DELIVERIES AT 19:00HRS DELIVERIES START
APPROXIMATELY AROUND 05:30HRS AND THE SHREDDER TURNS ON AROUND 07:00HRS THEY ONLY OPERATE THE NON-
FERROUS METAL PLANT DURING THE EVENING AND EARLY MORNING HOURS A NOV CITATION #E000034395 WAS ISSUED FOR
AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-730) AND NUISANCE IN CONNECTION WITH BUSINESS (7-28-080) TO GII LLC THE HEARING
DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON JULY 9, 2020 AT 1:00 PM AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST THE CITATION WILL BE SERVED VIA US
MAIL TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) AGENT LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS SECRETARY OF STATE CORPORATION FILE
DETAIL REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS IS ILLINOIS CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE,
SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703

[INSPECTION LOG #: 11001377 24-FEB-20 11:00:00] ON FEBRUARY 24, 2020 CITY OF CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
INSPECTOR TIFFANY WILLIAMS RESPONDED TO A NOISE COMPLAINT AT GENERAL IRON IT IS ALLEGED THAT THE FACILITY
‘WAS CRUSHING CARS AT 4AM AND EMITTING A TOXIC GAS WHICH CAUSED THE COMPLAINANT AND HIS FAMILY TO VOMIT
UPON ARRIVAL THE INSPECTOR SPOKE WITH JIM AND JEFF BOTH STATED THAT THOUGH THE FACILITY IS OPEN FOR BUSINESS,
NO CARS ARE BEING CRUSHED THAT EARLY THE INSPECTOR WAS ALSO INFORMED THAT 4AM IS USUALLY ABOUT THE TIME
THE RTO IS TURNED ON IN PREPARATION FOR THE WORKLOAD OF THE DAY; AND ONCE THE MACHINE IS TURNED ON IT
DISPENSES A LARGE AMOUNT OF STEAM THE INSPECTOR WAS ESCORTED THROUGH THE YARD OF GENERAL IRON FROM ONE
END OF PROCESSING TO THE OTHER AND DID NOT SMELL OR SENSE ANY ?TOXIC ? ODORS OR METALLIC SMELLS IN THE AIR
GENERAL IRON WAS HOWEVER GIVEN A VERBAL WARNING REGARDING NOISE LEVELS AT UNREASONABLE HOURS AND THE
AFFECT IT HAS ON THEIR NEIGHBORS

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10947983 13-FEB-20 15:00:00] I RESPONDED TO A COMPLAINANT FROM SEVERAL DIFFERENT COMPLAINANTS = DEPT OF PUBLIC
THEY SPECIFIED NOISE AND ODORS I WAS ONSITE FOR PERIODIC INSPECTION BUT NOTED NEITHER NOISE WHICH WENT HEALTH
BEYOND THE IMMEDIATE AREA NOR NOTICEABLE ODORS I CALLED EACH COMPLAINANT BUT NONE OF THEM ANSWERED
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AIR 1909 N 410716 | 02/10/2020
POLLUTION  CLIFTON

WORK AVE

ORDER

AIR 1909 N 410716 | 01/27/2020
POLLUTION  CLIFTON

WORK AVE

ORDER

03501564, -03507967, -
03504468, -03501824, -
03501784 COMPLAINT
CONTACT
INFORMATION:TIMOTHY
RENZ, 773 360 8245LARA,
248 703 3686LOUIS
DORBIAN, 702 290
7144LOUIS DORBIAN
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[INSPECTION LOG #: 10929879 10-FEB-20 15:10:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING ODORS AND AN EXPLOSION HEARD IN THE MORNING COMING FROM
THE FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY
PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA
SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON FEBRUARY 10, 2020, ODORS WERE OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING LOCATIONS: HOME DEPOT (1232
‘W NORTH AVE) PARKING LOT, INTERSECTION OF THROOP ST WABANSIA AVE, AND THE INTERSECTION OF CLIFTON AVE
MARCEY ST IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET METAL THAT BURNS MY NOSTRILS I ALSO OBSERVED AN ODOR OF BURNING
MATERIAL THE SAME ODORS OF SWEET METAL WERE ALSO OBSERVED ONSITE AT GII LLC UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE
OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP AND THE SIDES OF THE SHREDDER I ALSO OBSERVED SMOKE LEAVING THE SHREDDER AND
TRAVELING THROUGH THE PROPERTY ACROSS FROM THE NORTH BRANCH CHICAGO RIVER AUTO FLUFF/AUTO SHREDDER
RESIDUE WAS OBSERVED ON THE PROPERTY DIRECTLY SOUTHWEST AND ACROSS THE NORTH BRANCH CHICAGO RIVER AUTO
FLUFF IS A PRODUCT OF SHREDDING OPERATIONS AND IT CONSIST OF FINE PARTICLES OF GLASS, FIBERS, RUBBER, METAL,
PLASTIC, DIRT, AND AUTOMOTIVE FLUIDS FUGITIVE DUST WAS ALSO OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED
MATERIAL PILES AND MOVED MATERIALS TO AND FROM TRUCK TRAILERS MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN
OPERATION TO CONTROL AIRBORNE PARTICLES AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION I SPOKE TO JIM AND HE INFORMED ME
THAT THERE WAS AN EXPLOSION IN THE SHREDDER DURING THE MORNING HOURS BETWEEN 7:30AM ? 7:40AM HE SAID THIS IS
A COMMON OCCURRENCE A NOV CITATION #E000034400 WAS ISSUED FOR AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-730) AND
HANDLING OF MATERIAL SUSCEPTIBLE TO BECOMING WINDBORNE (11-4-760[A]) A NOV CITATION #E000034577 WAS ISSUED
FOR VIOLATING ANY CONDITION IMPOSED BY THE PERMIT (11-4-030[B]) SPECIAL CONDITION 46 WHICH REQUIRES THE
PERMITTEE TO CONTROL AND SUPPRESS DUST AND OTHER MATERIALS TO PREVENT OFF-SITE MIGRATION AND NUISANCE IN
CONNECTION WITH BUSINESS (7-28-080) THE HEARING DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON JULY, 9 2020 AT 1:00 P M AT 400
‘W SUPERIOR ST THE CITATION WILL BE SERVED VIA US MAIL TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) AGENT LISTED ON THE
ILLINOIS SECRETARY OF STATE CORPORATION FILE DETAIL REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS ILLINOIS
CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10898411 27-JAN-20 13:40:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING STRONG BURNING ODORS COMING FROM THE FACILITY AT 1909 N
CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASSIVB
RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON JANUARY 27,
2020, ODORS WERE OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING INTERSECTIONS: KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST, CLIFTON AVE MARCEY ST,
AND WISCONSIN ST KINGSBURY ST IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET METAL THAT BURNS MY NOSTRILS AND MADE ME
UNCOMFORTABLE TO BREATHE IN TODAY, THERE WAS ALSO A STRONG ODOR SIMILAR TO MOTHBALLS AT THE
INTERSECTION OF CLIFTON AVE AND MARCEY ST DURING THE ENTIRE TIME OF MY INSPECTION, UNTREATED EMISSIONS
‘WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP AND SIDE OF THE SHREDDER AUTO FLUFF/AUTO SHREDDER RESIDUE WAS OBSERVED AT
THE INTERSECTION OF KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST, ON THE PROPERTY DIRECTLY SOUTHWEST AND ACROSS THE NORTH
BRANCH CHICAGO RIVER, AND NEAR THE CLYBOURN PLACE BRIDGE AUTO FLUFF IS A PRODUCT OF SHREDDING OPERATIONS
AND IT CONSIST OF FINE PARTICLES OF GLASS, FIBERS, RUBBER, METAL, PLASTIC, DIRT, AND AUTOMOTIVE FLUIDS MISTING
CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN OPERATION TO CONTROL AIRBORNE PARTICLES AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION A
NOV CITATION #E000035594 WAS ISSUED FOR AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-730) AND HANDLING OF MATERIAL
SUSCEPTIBLE TO BECOMING WINDBORNE (11-4-760[A]) A NOV CITATION #E000035595 WAS ISSUED FOR VIOLATING ANY
CONDITION IMPOSED BY THE PERMIT (11-4-030[B]) SPECIAL CONDITION 46 WHICH REQUIRES THE PERMITTEE TO CONTROL
AND SUPPRESS DUST AND OTHER MATERIALS TO PREVENT OFF-SITE MIGRATION AND NUISANCE IN CONNECTION WITH
BUSINESS (7-28-080) THE HEARING DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON APRIL 30, 2020 AT 1:00 P M AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST
THE CITATION WILL BE SERVED VIA US MAIL TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) AGENT LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS
SECRETARY OF STATE CORPORATION FILE DETAIL REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS ILLINOIS CORPORATION
SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703
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[INSPECTION LOG #: 10881195 23-JAN-20 14:10:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER DEPT OF PUBLIC
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING A HORRIBLE ODOR COMING FROM FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, HEALTH
GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING

PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON JANUARY 23, 2020 ODORS

‘WERE OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING INTERSECTIONS: KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST, CLIFTON AVE MARCEY ST, AND

CORTLAND ST CLYBOURN AVE IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET METAL THAT BURNS MY NOSTRILS AND MADE ME

UNCOMFORTABLE TO BREATHE IN DURING THE ENTIRE TIME OF MY INSPECTION, UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED

ESCAPING THE TOP AND SIDE OF THE SHREDDER NO DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED THE

MATERIAL PILES THE GROUND WAS SATURATED WITH WATER AS IT WAS SNOWING AT THE TIME MISTING CANNONS WERE

NOT IN OPERATION AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION A NOV CITATION #E000035590 FOR AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-

730) AND NUISANCE IN CONNECTION WITH BUSINESS (7-28-080) THE HEARING DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON APRIL 30,

2020 AT 1:00 PM AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST THE CITATION WILL BE SERVED VIA US MAIL TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC)

AGENT LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS SECRETARY OF STATE CORPORATION FILE DETAIL REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS

ILLINOIS CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10836335 13-JAN-20 12:40:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER DEPT OF PUBLIC
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING A STRONG DISGUSTING BURNING METALLIC SMELL COMING FROM HEALTH
FACILITY AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT

TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC

ON JANUARY 13, 2020 ODORS WERE OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING INTERSECTION: KINGSBURY ST CORTLAND ST, CLIFTON

AVE MARCEY ST, AND WISCONSIN KINGSBURY ST IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET METAL THAT BURNS MY NOSTRILS AND

MADE ME UNCOMFORTABLE TO BREATHE IN UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP AND SIDE OF THE

SHREDDER IT LOOKED LIKE SMOKE WAS LEAVING THE SHREDDER TOO THE SHREDDER IS NOT AN ENCLOSED PIECE OF

EQUIPMENT IT DOES CONTAIN A HOOD TO CAPTURE THE EMISSIONS AND PROCESS THEM THROUGH A REGENERATIVE

THERMAL OXIDIZER (RTO) AND A WET SCRUBBER TO REMOVE VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS (VOCS), HAZARDOUS AIR

POLLUTANTS (HAPS), AND OTHER AIRBORNE SOLVENTS BEING ABLE TO OBSERVE EMISSIONS ESCAPING THE SHREDDER LEADS

ME TO BELIEVE THAT THE EQUIPMENT CAPTURING THE EMISSIONS IS INSUFFICIENT CONSEQUENTLY, THIS DOES NOT ALLOW

THE RECENTLY INSTALLED AIR POLLUTION CONTROL EQUIPMENT TO REMOVE THE EMISSIONS SINCE THEY ARE ESCAPING AT

THE SHREDDER BEFORE THE TREATMENT PROCESS NO DUST OR DEBRIS WAS OBSERVED WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED THE

MATERIAL PILES THE GROUND AND PILES WERE SATURATED WITH LIQUID AS IT HAD RECENTLY SNOWED MISTING CANNONS

WERE NOT IN OPERATION AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION A NOV CITATION #E000035587 FOR AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED

(11-4-730) THE HEARING DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON MARCH 26, 2020 AT 1:00 P M AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST THE

CITATION WILL BE SERVED VIA US MAIL TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) AGENT LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS SECRETARY

OF STATE CORPORATION FILE DETAIL REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS ILLINOIS CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801

ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10759746 08-JAN-20 11:15:00] ON JANUARY 8, 2020 CITY OF CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT OF PUBLIC
INSPECTOR TIFFANY WILLIAMS RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S ODOR COMPLAINT AT 1909 N CLIFTON UPON ARRIVAL THE HEALTH
INSPECTOR CANVASSED THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON TO THE NORTH ON MARCEY AND SOUTH ON CLIFTON AND

DID NOT DETECT ANY OBVIOUS ODORS IN THE AIR THE INSPECTOR TRAVELED EAST TOWARD CLYBOURN AND STILL COULD

NOT DETECT ANY ODORS IN THE AIR WHEN THE INSPECTOR NEARED THE ENTRANCE GATE AT CLIFTON THE ODOR OF

METALLIC WAS PRESENT

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10716916 16-DEC-19 15:00:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER DEPT OF PUBLIC
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING VERY STRONG CHEMICAL ODORS COMING FROM FACILITY AT 1909 N HEALTH
CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB

RECYCLING PERMIT (ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON DECEMBER

16, 2019, ODORS WERE OBSERVED AT THE FOLLOWING INTERSECTION: NORTH AVE THROOP ST, THROOP ST WABANSIA AVE,

AND THE PARKING LOT OF HOME DEPOT (1232 W NORTH AVE) IT IS A PUNGENT ODOR OF SWEET METAL THAT BURNS MY

NOSTRILS UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP AND SIDE OF THE SHREDDER IT LOOKED LIKE SMOKE

‘WAS LEAVING THE SHREDDER TOO THE SHREDDER IS NOT AN ENCLOSED PIECE OF EQUIPMENT IT DOES CONTAIN A HOOD TO

CAPTURE THE EMISSIONS AND PROCESS THEM THROUGH A REGENERATIVE THERMAL OXIDIZER (RTO) AND A WET SCRUBBER

TO REMOVE VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS (VOCS), HAZARDOUS AIR POLLUTANTS (HAPS), AND OTHER AIRBORNE

SOLVENTS BEING ABLE TO OBSERVE EMISSIONS ESCAPING THE SHREDDER LEADS ME TO BELIEVE THAT THE EQUIPMENT

CAPTURING THE EMISSIONS IS INSUFFICIENT CONSEQUENTLY, THIS DOES NOT ALLOW THE RECENTLY INSTALLED AIR

POLLUTION CONTROL EQUIPMENT TO REMOVE THE EMISSIONS SINCE THEY ARE ESCAPING AT THE SHREDDER BEFORE THE

TREATMENT PROCESS AUTO FLUFF/AUTO SHREDDER RESIDUE WAS OBSERVED ON THE PROPERTY ACROSS THE RIVER FROM
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GII, LLC AND AT THE INTERSECTION OF KINGSBURY ST AND CORTLAND ST AUTO FLUFF IS A PRODUCT OF SHREDDING
OPERATIONS AND IT CONSIST OF FINE PARTICLES OF GLASS, FIBERS, RUBBER, METAL, PLASTIC, DIRT, AND AUTOMOTIVE

FLUIDS FUGITIVE DUST WAS ALSO OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED MATERIAL PILES AND MOVED MATERIALS
TO AND FROM TRUCK TRAILERS MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN OPERATION TO CONTROL AIRBORNE
PARTICLES AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION OBSERVING AUTO FLUFF IN THE PUBLIC WAY AND FUGITIVE DUST WITHOUT
OPERATING MISTING CANNONS LEADS ME TO BELIEVE THAT REASONABLE MEASUREMENTS WERE NOT AND ARE NOT BEING
TAKEN TO ENSURE DUST, DEBRIS, AND DIRT WON?T MIGRATE OFF SITE AND INTO THE PUBLIC WAY A NOV CITATION
#E000034122 WAS ISSUED FOR AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-730) AND HANDLING OF MATERIAL SUSCEPTIBLE TO
BECOMING WINDBORNE (11-4-760[A]) A NOV CITATION #E000034123 WAS ISSUED FOR VIOLATING ANY CONDITION IMPOSED BY
THE PERMIT (11-4-030[B]) SPECIAL CONDITION 46 WHICH REQUIRES THE PERMITTEE TO CONTROL AND SUPPRESS DUST AND
OTHER MATERIALS TO PREVENT OFF-SITE MIGRATION THE HEARING DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON MARCH 26, 2020
AT 1:00PM AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST THE CITATION WILL BE SERVED VIA US MAIL TO GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC)
AGENT LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS SECRETARY OF STATE CORPORATION FILE DETAIL REPORT THE AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS
ILLINOIS CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10706274 10-DEC-19 13:00:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH (CDPH) ENVIRONMENTAL DEPT OF PUBLIC
ENGINEER RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING ODORS AND DUST AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON HEALTH
INDUSTRIES (GII, LLC) GII LLC OPERATES A RECYCLING FACILITY PURSUANT TO A CLASS IVB RECYCLING PERMIT
(ENVREC1063430) ISSUED BY CDPH WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GII, LLC ON DECEMBER 10, 2019, ODORS WERE
DETECTED ON MARCEY STREET BETWEEN CLIFTON AVE WISCONSIN ST AND CLIFTON AVE KINGSBURY ST IT IS A PUNGENT
ODOR OF SWEET METAL THAT BURNS MY NOSTRILS UNTREATED EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED ESCAPING THE TOP AND SIDE OF
THE SHREDDER AND MIGRATING OFF-SITE THE SHREDDER IS NOT AN ENCLOSED PIECE OF EQUIPMENT IT DOES CONTAIN A
HOOD TO CAPTURE THE EMISSIONS AND PROCESS THEM THROUGH A REGENERATIVE THERMAL OXIDIZER (RTO) AND A WET
SCRUBBER TO REMOVE VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS (VOCS), HAZARDOUS AIR POLLUTANTS (HAPS), AND OTHER
AIRBORNE SOLVENTS BEING ABLE TO OBSERVE EMISSIONS ESCAPING THE SHREDDER LEADS ME TO BELIEVE THAT THE
EQUIPMENT CAPTURING THE EMISSIONS IS INSUFFICIENT CONSEQUENTLY, THIS DOES NOT ALLOW THE RECENTLY INSTALLED
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL EQUIPMENT TO REMOVE THE EMISSIONS SINCE THEY ARE ESCAPING AT THE SHREDDER BEFORE
THE TREATMENT PROCESS FUGITIVE DUST WAS OBSERVED ONSITE AND MIGRATING OFFSITE WHEN WORKERS DISTURBED THE
MATERIAL PILES AND MOVED MATERIALS TO AND FROM TRUCK TRAILERS MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN
OPERATION AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION FUGITIVE DUST WITHOUT OPERATING MISTING CANNONS LEADS ME TO
BELIEVE THAT REASONABLE MEASUREMENTS ARE NOT BEING TAKEN TO ENSURE DUST, DEBRIS, AND DIRT WON?T MIGRATE
OFF SITE AND INTO THE PUBLIC WAY A NOV CITATION #E000034120 WAS ISSUED FOR AIR POLLUTION PROHIBITED (11-4-730)
AND HANDLING OF MATERIAL SUSCEPTIBLE TO BECOMING WINDBORNE (11-4-760[A]) A NOV CITATION #E000034121 WAS
ISSUED FOR VIOLATING ANY CONDITION IMPOSED BY THE PERMIT (11-4-030[B][2]) SPECIAL CONDITION 46 WHICH REQUIRES
THE PERMITTEE TO CONTROL AND SUPPRESS DUST AND OTHER MATERIALS TO PREVENT OFF-SITE MIGRATION THE HEARING
DATE FOR THE CITATIONS WILL BE ON MARCH 26, 2020 AT 1:00 P M AT 400 W SUPERIOR ST THE CITATION WILL BE SERVED
VIA US MAIL TO GII, LLC AGENT LISTED ON THE ILLINOIS SECRETARY OF STATE CORPORATION FILE DETAIL REPORT THE
AGENTS NAME AND ADDRESS ILLINOIS CORPORATION SERVICE C AT 801 ADLAI STEVENSON DRIVE, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62703
[INSPECTION LOG #: 10657412 06-DEC-19 11:30:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?STRONG TOXIC ODORS COMING FROM DEPT OF PUBLIC
FACILITY? UPON ARRIVAL AT THE PROVIDED RESPONDENT HEALTH
FACILITY, I DID NOT NOTE ANY UNUSUAL ODORS

THEY HAVE RECENTLY ADDED POLLUTION CONTROL DEVICES IN ADDITION TO THE

FILTERING EQUIPMENT ALREADY ON THE SHREDDER THAT TREAT ALL EMISSIONS FROM IT PHOTO A) POLLUTION CONTROL

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT (WHO SAID THAT THE PROBLEM WAS
YESTERDAY) AND INFORMED HER OF MY FINDINGS

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10639264 03-DEC-19 15:10:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER DEPT OF PUBLIC
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING NOISE AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE CANVASSING THE = HEALTH

AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON DECEMBER 3, 2019, NO LOUD NOISES WERE OBSERVED ACCORDING TO GENERAL

TRONS OPERATING PERMIT, THEY ARE ALLOWED TO OPERATE 24/7 (SHREDDER ONLY FROM 0700HRS ? 2100HRS)ODORS WERE

OBSERVED ON KINGSBURY FUGITIVE DUST OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN DISTURBING MATERIAL PILES AND LOADING MATERIALS

ONTO THE TRUCKS STEAM/EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED TO BE EXHAUSTED DIRECTLY FROM THE SHREDDER DURING THE

INSPECTION MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE OPERATED AND THE WATER TRUCK DID NOT WET THE
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PAVEMENT INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING I SPOKE TO JIM KALLAS A REPORTER, HANNAH ALANI, ALSO
TRIED TO ASKED SOME QUESTIONS SHE WAS REFERRED TO MY MANAGER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10578242 26-NOV-19 13:05:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON NOVEMBER 25, 2019, ODORS WERE DETECTED AT FOLLOWING
INTERSECTIONS: THROOP WABANSIA, WILLOW THROOP, ELSTON BETWEEN CORTLAND AND NORTH AVE, AND KINGSBURY
CORTLAND IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METAL I SPOKE TO JIM AND HE INFORMED ME THAT THE EPA DID EMISSION TESTING
APPROXIMATELY TWO WEEKS AGO THEY TESTED FOR METALS, PARTICULATE, VOCS, SO2, CO, HCL, AND HF WHEN HE
RECEIVES THE RESULTS, HE SAID WE WOULD BE INFORMED MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE IN OPERATION
INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10573289 22-NOV-19 12:20:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER AND
SENIOR ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTOR RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N
CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON NOVEMBER 22, 2019, ODORS
WERE DETECTED AT HOME DEPOT, THE INTERSECTION OF THROOP WABANSIA IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METAL FUGITIVE
DUST OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN DISTURBING MATERIAL PILES AND LOADING MATERIALS ONTO THE TRUCKS
STEAM/EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED TO BE EXHAUSTED DIRECTLY FROM THE SHREDDER DURING THE INSPECTION MISTING
CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE OPERATED BUT WATER TRUCK HAD WET THE PAVEMENT INVESTIGATION OF
GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10462386 05-NOV-19 13:55:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON NOVEMBER 5, 2019, ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE INTERSECTION
OF MARCEY ST CLIFTON AVE, NORTH AVE MAGNOLIA AVE, AND ALONG KINGSBURY ST FROM CLIFTON AVE TO NORTH AVE
IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METAL FUGITIVE DUST OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN DISTURBING MATERIAL PILES STEAM/EMISSIONS
WERE OBSERVED TO BE EXHAUSTED DIRECTLY FROM THE SHREDDER DURING THE INSPECTION MISTING CANNONS WERE
OBSERVED TO NOT BE OPERATED BUT WATER TRUCK HAD WET THE PAVEMENT INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS
ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: ]

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10461347 04-NOV-19 12:35:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING GENERAL IRON OPERATING OUTSIDE OF THEIR PERMIT AGREEMENT AT
1909 N CLIFTON AVE ONSITE, I SPOKE WITH JEFF AND JIM REGARDING THEIR OPERATING HOURS PER THEIR PERMIT, THEY ARE
ALLOWED TO OPERATE THE SHREDDER FROM 0700HRS TO 2100HRS THEY ARE ALLOWED TO OPERATE ALL OTHER PROCESSES
24/7 JEFF AND JIM PROVIDED THEIR SHREDDER OPERATING SHEETS THEY EARLIEST THEY STARTED BETWEEN THE DATES OF
10/18 7 11/1/19 WAS 0651HRS THE SHREDDER TAKES ABOUT 5 MINUTES TO WARM UP BEFORE THEY START PROCESSING DURING
THIS INSPECTION, JIM ALLOWED ME TO VIEW THE SHREDDING PROCESS INSIDE THE SHREDDER BOX, WE WERE ABLE TO VIEW
AUTOMOTIVE PARTS ENTERING THE SHREDDER LARGE AMOUNTS OF STEAM IS CREATED DURING THIS PROCESS SINCE WATER
IS BEING SPRAYED TO CONTROL DUST, EXPLOSIONS, AND HEAT ABOVE THE SHREDDER IS THE CATCH HOOD TO PULL THE
STEAM/EMISSIONS/DUST/DEBRIS THROUGH THEIR AIR POLLUTION CONTROL EQUIPMENT (FILTER, RTO, AND SCRUBBER) NOT
ALL THE STEAM IS BEING CAPTURED BY THE HOOD AND IS RELEASED TO THE ATMOSPHERE SINCE THE SHREDDER BOX IS NOT
A SEALED STRUCTURE ALSO, THE MATERIALS THAT WERE SHREDDER HOLD THE HEAT GENERATED BY THE PROCESS, THIS
CAUSES THE MATERIALS TO STEAM/EMIT THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10292573 24-OCT-19 15:15:00] WAS INSPECTED ON OCTOBER 24,2019, REFER TO SERVICE REQUEST#
600738945'CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT
REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING
GENERAL IRON ON OCTOBER 24, 2019, ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE INTERSECTION OF THROOP WABANSIA IT WAS A
DIFFERENT ODOR, NOT THE SWEET METALLIC BUT MORE OF A BURNT PLASTIC/OIL/DIESEL ODOR ODOR NEAR THE PLANT WAS
SIMILAR TO THE SWEET METALLIC ODOR FUGITIVE DUST OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN DISTURBING MATERIAL PILES
STEAM/EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED TO BE EXHAUSTED FROM THE SHREDDER DURING THE INSPECTION MISTING CANNONS
WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE OPERATED BUT WATER TRUCK HAD WET THE PAVEMENT INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS
ONGOING '
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AIR
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AIR
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WORK
ORDER

AIR
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WORK
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1909 N
CLIFTON
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1909 N
CLIFTON
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1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

410716 | 10/22/2019

410716 | 10/21/2019

410716 = 10/08/2019

13776 = 10/04/2019

410716 | 09/26/2019

410716 | 09/25/2019

410716 | 09/23/2019

LOUD NOISE COMING
FROM FACILITY,

THE FACILITY IS
‘WORKING OUTSIDE OF
THE HOURS OF
OPERATION AGREED TO
BY THE CITY

TERRIBLE ODORS

COMING FROM FACILITY

AT ABOVE LOCATION
(CHEMICAL)

VERY STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

OPEN BURNING
CAUSING STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

VERY STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

VERY STRONG ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY
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[INSPECTION LOG #: 10292164 24-OCT-19 15:15:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON OCTOBER 24, 2019, ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE INTERSECTION
OF THROOP WABANSIA IT WAS A DIFFERENT ODOR, NOT THE SWEET METALLIC BUT MORE OF A BURNT PLASTIC/OIL/DIESEL
ODOR ODOR NEAR THE PLANT WAS SIMILAR TO THE SWEET METALLIC ODOR FUGITIVE DUST OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN
DISTURBING MATERIAL PILES STEAM/EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED TO BE EXHAUSTED FROM THE SHREDDER DURING THE
INSPECTION MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE OPERATED BUT WATER TRUCK HAD WET THE PAVEMENT
INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10287548 21-OCT-19 14:00:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON OCTOBER 21, 2019, ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE INTERSECTION
OF CORTLAND SOUTHPORT AND MARCEY AND CORTLAND IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METALLIC, WHICH BURNS MY NOSTRILS
NO STEAM/EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED FROM THE SHREDDER DURING THE INSPECTION RAIN AND WIND WERE PRESENT
DURING THE INSPECTION NO MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE OPERATED AT THE TIME OF INSPECTION NOR
WAS A WATER TRUCK WETTING THE STREETS NO FUGITIVE DUST OBSERVED THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS
ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10208629 08-OCT-19 12:25:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON OCTOBER 8, 2019, STRONG ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE
INTERSECTION OF CORTLAND SOUTHPORT IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METALLIC, WHICH BURNS MY NOSTRILS FUGITIVE DUST
OBSERVED ONSITE WHEN DISTURBING MATERIAL PILES STEAM/EMISSIONS WERE OBSERVED TO BE EXHAUSTED FROM THE
SHREDDER DURING THE INSPECTION MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE OPERATED AT THE TIME OF INSPECTION
NOR WAS A WATER TRUCK WETTING THE STREETS DUST WAS OBSERVED ON KINDSBURY AND WISCONSIN BEING KICKED UP
FROM THE TRUCKS FROM GENERAL IRON THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING AN ODOR OF
BLEACH/CHLORINE WAS OBSERVED ON ELSTON BETWEEN CORTLAND AND WABANSIA OTHER COMPANIES IN THIS AREA WILL
BE INSPECTED FOR COMPLIANCE

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10102548 07-OCT-19 14:15:00] I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT -SHE DESCRIBED A CHEMICAL SMELL THAT SHE
SOMETIMES SMELLED, DEPENDING ON WIND DIRECTION I TOLD HER I WOULD BE VISITING THIS AREA DURING THE WEEK -
SHE WAS SATISFIED WITH THIS
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[INSPECTION LOG #: 10047093 26-SEP-19 12:20:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON SEPTEMBER 26, 2019, STRONG ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE
INTERSECTION OF KINGSBURY WILLOW AND KINGSBURY WISCONSIN IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METALLIC, WHICH BURNS MY
NOSTRILS ONE MISTING CANNON WAS OBSERVED TO BE IN OPERATION AT THE TIME OF INSPECTION VISIBLE EMISSIONS
‘WERE OBSERVED LEAVING THE TOP AND THE SIDE OF THE SHREDDER THEY WERE VIEWED DURING THE DURATION OF THE
INSPECTION THE SHREDDER IS NOT A CLOSED SYSTEM THUS ALLOWING EMISSIONS TO ESCAPE BEFORE BEING PROCESSED BY
THE RTO AND SCRUBBER ALSO, VISIBLE AIR BORNE MATERIAL WAS OBSERVED WHEN THE MATERIAL STORAGE PILES WERE
DISTURBED AN ODOR OF BLEACH/CHLORINE WAS OBSERVED ACROSS THE RIVER AT WABANSIA WILLOW THE
INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10039135 25-SEP-19 12:30:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON SEPTEMBER 25, 2019, STRONG ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE
INTERSECTION OF CLIFTON MARCEY IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METALLIC, WHICH BURNS MY NOSTRILS SMOKE/STEAM
OBSERVED LEAVING THE TOP AND SIDE OF SHREDDER AND FAILED TO BE PROCESSED WITH THE AIR POLLUTION CONTROL
EQUIPMENT I SPOKE TO THE FACILITY MANAGER AT THE PAWS FACILITY DIRECTLY ACROSS THE GENERAL IRON AT THE
INTERSECTION AT CLIFTON MARCEY HE INFORMED ME THAT THEY HAVE TO CHANGE THE HVAC FILTERS WEEKLY SINCE THE
DEBRIS CAUSED BY GENERAL IRON?S SHREDDER AND MATERIAL PILES MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE
OPERATED AT THE TIME OF INSPECTION NOR WAS A WATER TRUCK WETTING THE STREETS THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL
IRON IS ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10022352 24-SEP-19 13:20:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON SEPTEMBER 24, 2019, STRONG ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE
INTERSECTION OF CORTLAND KINGSBURY AND CLIFTON MARCEY IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METALLIC, WHICH BURNS MY
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NOISE
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1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE
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410716

29520

410716

410716

410716

410716

410716

09/17/2019

09/16/2019

09/11/2019

08/30/2019

08/29/2019

08/28/2019

08/27/2019

EXCESSIVE EXHAUST
APPEARS TO BE COMING
FROM FACILITY

VERY STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

STRONG CHEMICAL
ODORS COMING FROM
FACILITY AT ABOVE
LOCATION

UNPLEASANT NOISE,
ODORS, POLLUTION AND
ALSO CAUSES MY HOME
TO SHAKE

VERY STRONG ODORS
COMING FROM FACILITY

VERY STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

THE ENTIRE OPERATES
CAUSES UNPLEASANT
NOISE, ODORS
POLLUTION AND ALSO
PERIODICALLY CAUSES
MY ENTIRE HOME
SHAKES

NOSTRILS MISTING CANNONS WERE OBSERVED TO NOT BE OPERATED AT THE TIME OF INSPECTION ODOR OF
BLEACH/CHLORINE WAS OBSERVED IN THE AREA WITHIN ELSTON AVE, WILLOW ST, THROOP ST, AND CONCORD PL THE
INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9935298 17-SEP-19 15:00:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING EXCESSIVE EXHAUST AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON SEPTEMBER 17, 2019, STRONG ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE
INTERSECTION OF ELSTON CORTLAND AND THROOP WABANSIA IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METALLIC, WHICH BURNS MY
NOSTRILS THE MISTING CANNONS, TO CONTROL DUST, WERE NOT OBSERVED TO BE IN OPERATION DURING MY INSPECTION
EXCESSIVE EXHAUST WAS OBSERVED FROM THE SCRUBBER?S STACK THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING
[INSPECTION LOG #: 9895600 16-SEP-19 12:05:00] CDPH ENGINEER CONDUCTED CITIZEN'S AIR POLLUTION COMPLAINT
INVESTIGATION PRIOR TO ARRIVAL FACILITY WAS CANVASSED FROM CORTLAND EAST TO CLYBOURN SOUTH TO CLIFTON
AND WEST TO THE GENERAL IRON DURING CANVASSING THERE WAS NO VISIBLE EMISSIONS OBSERVED (EXCEPT THE WATER
VAPOR FRO THE RTO STACK) NEITHER ODORS WERE DETECTED IN THE FACILITY CDPH ENGINEER MET WITH JIM K , ENV MGR
AND JEFF ], THEN FACILITY WAS INSPECTED JOINTLY WE OBSERVED FACILITY OPERATING AT FULL CAPACITY RTO WAS NOT
LINKED YET TO THE MONITORING PC BUT MANUALLY THE PRESSURE DROP, WATER WITH NAOH FLOW AND TEMPERATURE
WERE ACCESSIBLE STACK TEST INSTEAD TO BE CONDUCTED IN OCTOBER NOW WILL BE CONDUCTED STILL BY MOSTARDI
PLATT IN NOVEMBER (CDPH WILL BE WITNESSING THE STACK TEST) NO NOV OR DN WAS ISSUED AT THIS TIME SEE ATTACHED
IMAGES AND SITE SKETCH COMPLAINANT WAS REACHED DURING THIS INSPECTION, AND THE NATURE OF THIS COMPLAINT
‘WAS DISCUSSED

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9901819 11-SEP-19 13:40:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON SEPTEMBER 11, 2019, STRONG ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE
INTERSECTION OF CORTLAND KINGSBURY AND CLIFTON MARCEY IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METALLIC, WHICH BURNS MY
NOSTRILS STEAM WAS OBSERVED LEAVING THE TOP OF THE SHREDDER WHILE THE NEW SCRUBBER STACK SEEMED TO NOT
BE IN OPERATION AT THE TIME OF INSPECTION THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9839718 30-AUG-19 14:15:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON AUGUST 30, 2019, ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE INTERSECTIONS
OF ELSTON WILLOW AND THROOP WABANSIA IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METALLIC, WHICH BURNS MY NOSTRILS MISTING
CANNONS WERE IN OPERATION AT THE TIME OF INSPECTION THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING
[INSPECTION LOG #: 9808727 29-AUG-19 11:40:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON AUGUST 29, 2019, ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE INTERSECTIONS
OF CLYBOURN, RACINE, CORTLAND AND CLIFTON MARCEY THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING
[INSPECTION LOG #: 9807607 28-AUG-19 15:00:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON WHILE
CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON AUGUST 28, 2019, STRONG ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THE
INTERSECTION OF CLIFTON AVE AND MARCEY ST IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METALLIC, WHICH BURNS MY NOSTRILS A WATER
TRUCK AND MISTING CANNONS WERE IN OPERATION AT THE TIME OF INSPECTION THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS
ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9802564 27-AUG-19 13:25:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING NOISE AND CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL

IRON WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA SURROUNDING GENERAL IRON ON AUGUST 27, 2019, ODORS WERE DETECTED AT CLIFTON
AVE AND KINGBURY ST IT IS AN ODOR OF SWEET METALLIC, THAT BURNS THE NOSTRILS ONSITE, I SPOKE WITH JEFF JONES
REGARDING THE NEW REGENERATIVE THERMAL OXIDIZER (RTO) AND WET SCRUBBER THAT IS DOWNSTREAM FROM THE
SHREDDER HE EXPLAINED THAT THE NEW SYSTEM IS IN OPERATION TO BREAKDOWN THE VOCS BEFORE THEY ARE
EXHAUSTED TO THE ATMOSPHERE WHILE WE WERE DISCUSSING THE NEW SYSTEM, IT WAS OBSERVED THAT STEAM WAS
ESCAPING THE SHREDDER HE STATED THAT THE SHREDDER USES WATER AND IT IS NOT A CLOSED SYSTEM CONTINUOUS USE
OF THE SHREDDER AND THE SHREDDING OF METAL PRODUCE HUGE OUTPUTS OF HEAT MOST SYSTEMS CONTAIN A WATER
SPRAY METHOD TO DECREASE THE POTENTIAL FOR AN EXPLOSION, DUST SUPPRESSION, AND TO COOL THE SHREDDER STEAM
IS PRODUCED FROM THIS PROCESS ALONG WITH THE VOLATILIZATION OTHER CHEMICALS AND MATERIALS PLACED IN THE
SHREDDER ODORS ONSITE, NEAR THE SHREDDER, WERE OVERPOWERING AND UNCOMFORTABLE THE INVESTIGATION OF
GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING
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1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

13776 = 08/23/2019

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

08/22/2019

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

13776 = 08/20/2019

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

410716 | 08/12/2019

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

410716 | 08/09/2019

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

410716 | 08/06/2019

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

410716 | 07/29/2019

STRONG SMELL OF
EMISSIONS FROM
FACILITY

VERY STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM FACILITY
(VOC's)

THERE IS A STRONG
CHEMICAL SMELL OF
UNCONTAINED VOC'S
ESCAPING FROM
FACILITY METAL
SHREDDER

AWFUL METALLIC
SMELL IN AIR WHEN
STANDING DOWNWIND
OF THIS FACILITY

VERY STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

STRONG ODORS ARE
COMING FROM
FACILITY

SR19-02060530 TERRIBLE
CHEMICAL BURNING
SMELL EMANATING
FROM GENERAL IRON

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9701718 23-AUG-19 15:30:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?STRONG SMELL OF EMISSIONS FROM FACILITY ?
UPON ARRIVAL AT THE PROVIDED RESPONDENT FACILITY, I DID NOT NOTE ANY UNUSUAL ODORS THEY HAVE RECENTLY
ADDED POLLUTION CONTROL DEVICES IN ADDITION TO THE FILTERING EQUIPMENT ALREADY ON THE SHREDDER THAT
TREAT ALL EMISSIONS FROM IT I HAD RESPONDED YESTERDAY TO A SEPARATE COMPLAINT OF THE SAME NATURE I CALLED
THE COMPLAINANT BUT THERE WAS NO ANSWER NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: ]

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9695131 22-AUG-19 12:00:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?CHEMICAL ODORS FROM UNCONTAINED VOCS
? UPON ARRIVAL AT THE PROVIDED RESPONDENT

FACILITY, I DID NOT NOTE ANY UNUSUAL ODORS

THEY HAVE RECENTLY ADDED POLLUTION CONTROL DEVICES IN ADDITION TO THE

FILTERING EQUIPMENT ALREADY ON THE SHREDDER THAT TREAT ALL EMISSIONS FROM IT

PHOTO A) ADDED DEVICES
I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT BUT THERE WAS NO ANSWER

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9747470 13-AUG-19 01:25:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RECEIVED A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON ON AUGUST 13,
2019 WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA AROUND GENERAL IRON, WEST ON NORTH AVE TO NORTH ON SHEFFIELD AVE TO
NORTHWEST ON CLYBOURN AVE TO WEST ON CORTLAND ST TO SOUTHEAST ON ELSTON AVE TO NORTH AVE STRONG ODORS
WERE OBSERVED AT THROOP ST AND WASBANSIA AVE WHICH IS DIRECTLY ACROSS THE CHICAGO RIVER FROM GENERAL
IRON ODORS OF A SWEET SMELLING CHEMICALS AND METALS WERE OBSERVED DURING THIS INSPECTION, THE SHREDDER
‘WAS OBSERVED TO BE INOPERABLE SINCE THE CONVEYOR BELT TO THE SHREDDER WAS NOT MOVING AND MOUNDS OF RAW
MATERIAL WAS STORED HIGHER THAN NORMAL THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9578686 12-AUG-19 10:30:00] THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON AIR EMISSIONS IS ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9557765 08-AUG-19 13:00:00] THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9495131 30-JUL-19 13:15:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RECEIVED A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING CHEMICAL ODORS AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE, GENERAL IRON AT 11:00AM ON
JULY 30, 2019 AIR TEMP WAS 75 2?F, 61% HUMIDITY, WIND VELOCITY WAS 6 MPH NE WHILE CANVASSING THE AREA AROUND
GENERAL IRON, WEST ON NORTH AVE TO NORTH ON SHEFFIELD AVE TO NORTHWEST ON CLYBOURN AVE TO WEST ON
CORTLAND ST TO SOUTHEAST ON ELSTON AVE TO NORTH AVE STRONG ODORS WERE OBSERVED ON THE NORTH SIDE OF
HOME DEPOT AND WERE OBSERVED AT THROOP ST AND WASBANSIA AVE WHICH IS DIRECTLY ACROSS THE CHICAGO RIVER
FROM GENERAL IRON ODORS OF A SWEET SMELLING CHEMICALS AND METALS WERE OBSERVED IT BURNED AND INFLAMED
MY NOSTRILS TO THE POINT OF THROBBING INSIDE MY NOSTRILS DURING THIS INSPECTION, AIR MONITORS (AREARAE PRO
MONITORS) WERE PLACED IN SPECIFIC LOCATIONS FOR A SPECIFIC AMOUNT OF TIME TO TEST THE AIR QUALITY ABNORMAL
LEVELS OF VOC?S WERE OBSERVED DOWNWIND FROM THE FACILITY (ABOVE 10PPB) WE WILL CONTINUE TO INVESTIGATE
GENERAL ION TO FIND A SOURCE AND TYPE OF VOC EMITTED GENERAL IRON WAS OBSERVED TO BE UTILIZING SPECIFIC
MISTING CANNON TO CONTROL DUST AND ODORS NO WATER TRUCKS WERE OBSERVED TO BE WETTING THE STREETS FOR
DUST CONTROL EMISSIONS FROM THE SHREDDER WAS OBSERVED DURING THE INSPECTION THE SHREDDER UTILIZES WATER
TO REDUCE PARTICULATE DUST WHEN THE WATER HITS THE HOT SHREDDER FRAGMENTS, THE WATER TURNS TO STEAM
STEAM DROPLETS MAY CAPTURE PARTICLES THAT CAN BE EMITTED INTO THE AIR WIND BORNE PARTICLES WERE ALSO
OBSERVED ON THE UPPER NORTHWEST SIDE OF THE FACILITY HERE, THEY LOAD MATERIALS ONTO TRUCKS AND MOVE
MATERIALS TO OTHER NEARBY LOCATIONS ON THE SITE AUTOMOTIVE SHREDDER RESIDUE WAS OBSERVED FROM ACROSS
THE RIVER THE INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON IS ONGOING

Page 17

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH



AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE
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1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE
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1909 N
CLIFTON
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1909 N
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410716

410716

410716

410716

13776

29520

29520

07/15/2019

07/10/2019

07/08/2019

07/03/2019

07/02/2019

06/27/2019

06/26/2019

THERE IS A TERRIBLE
BURNING/CHEMICAL
SMELL COMING FROM
FACILITY THE DUST
AND SMELL CAN BE FELT
BLOCKS AWAY FROM
THEIR SITE

THERE IS FIBER GLASS
SHREDDER FLUFF FROM
THE FACILITY ALL OVER
THE SIDEWALK AT
ARMITAGE/SHEFFIELD

VERY STRONG
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

TONS OF BLACK SMOKE,
DIRT EVERYWHERE
COVERING THE ENTIRE
NEIGHBORHOOD
INCLUDING THE NEARBY
PLAYGROUNDS LOTS OF
NOISE AS WELL

VOC'S ARE BEING
EMITTED FROM THE
SHREDDER ALSO AT 6
AM A SOUND OF
CRUNCHING GLASS AND
METAL WAS BEING
EMITTED AS WELL
DOING DEMOLITION
‘WORK CAUSING DUST

OPEN BURNING SCRAP
METAL

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9368018 15-JUL-19 02:15:00] CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER
RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT REGARDING ODOR AND DUST AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE UPON ARRIVAL AT WILLOW ST
AND KINGSBURY ST, A WATER TRUCK WAS OBSERVED TO BE WETTING THE SURROUNDING STREETS TO CONTROL THE DUST
ON THE STREET AT THE INTERSECTION OF CLIFTON AVE AND MARCEY ST AND AT THE INTERSECTION OF CORTLAND ST AND
KINGSBURY ST A MISTING TURBINE WAS OBSERVED TO BE IN OPERATION TO CONTROL DUST AND ODOR I SPOKE TO ADAM,
AN EMPLOYEE OF GENERAL IRON, AND HE INFORMED ME THAT THEY WILL BE STARTING THE NEW REGENERATIVE THERMAL
OXIDIZER (RTO) AND SCRUBBER NEXT WEEK NO ODOR WAS OBSERVED DURING THIS INSPECTION NO VIOLATIONS WERE
OBSERVED DURING THIS INSPECTION

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9317305 10-JUL-19 02:53:00] ON JULY 10, 2019, CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL
ENGINEER RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT THE COMPLAINANT STATED THEY OBSERVED FIBER GLASS FLUFF FROM
GENERAL IRON ALL OVER THE SIDEWALK AT ARMITAGE/SHEFFIELD UPON ARRIVAL AT ARMITAGE/SHEFFIELD, NO FIBER GLASS
FLUFF WAS OBSERVED ON THE STREET OR SIDEWALK AT GENERAL IRON, CLIFTON AVE AND KINGSBURY ST, A WATER TRUCK
‘WAS OBSERVED TO BE WETTING THE SURROUNDING STREETS WHILE A MISTING TURBINE WAS IN OPERATION TO CONTROL
DUST AND ODOR NO VIOLATIONS WERE OBSERVED DURING THIS INSPECTION

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9264291 08-JUL-19 03:00:00] ON JULY 8, 2019, CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL
ENGINEER RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT THE COMPLAINANT STATED THAT VERY STRONG CHEMICAL ODORS
WERE COMING FROM THE FACILITY UPON ARRIVAL, NO ODORS OR DIRT WERE OBSERVED IN THE SURROUNDING
NEIGHBORHOOD MULTIPLE STREETS WERE INSPECTED FOR ODOR AND DIRT I OBSERVED A WATER TRUCK WETTING THE
SURROUNDING STREETS AND A MISTING TURBINE ON THE MAIN SITE TO CONTROL DUST AND ODOR NO VIOLATIONS WERE
OBSERVED DURING THIS INSPECTION

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9263955 03-JUL-19 02:55:00] ON JULY 3, 2019, CHICAGO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL
ENGINEER RESPONDED TO A CITIZEN?S COMPLAINT THE COMPLAINANT WAS CONTACTED AND INFORMED ME THAT THEY
LIVE IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD AND THERE IS DIRT AND DUST COVERING THE ENTIRE NEIGHBORHOOD SHE SAID THE EPA
KNOWS THAT IT IS GENERAL IRON IS THE CAUSE SHE INFORMED ME THAT ALDERMAN BRIAN HOPKINS OF THE 2ND WARD
SENT A LETTER TO THE WARD NEIGHBORHOOD REGARDING THE RENEWAL OF THEIR CDPH OPERATING PERMIT THE LETTER
SEEMS TO ENCOURAGE RESIDENTS TO CONTINUE TO FILE THEIR COMPLAINTS TO 311 IF THE HEAR, SMELL, OR SEE ANYTHING
FROM GENERAL IRON UPON ARRIVAL, NO ODORS OR DIRT WERE OBSERVED IN THE SURROUNDING NEIGHBORHOOD
MULTIPLE STREETS WERE INSPECTED FOR ODOR AND DIRT PLEASE VIEW PHOTOS FOR MORE INFORMATION NO VIOLATIONS
‘WERE OBSERVED DURING THIS INSPECTION

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9297154 02-JUL-19 10:10:00] THE COMPLAINANT CLAIMED VOC EMISSIONS BUT HAS NO INSTRUMENTATION
TO DETECT/MEASURE SUCH AND THE SOUND OF GLASS AND METAL BEING CRUNCHED BUT THE FACILITY NAMED HAS A
SHREDDER PERMIT

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9209884 27-JUN-19 13:10:00] NARRATIVE WAS ERASED BY SUDDEN SECURITY SHOT DOWN

[INSPECTION LOG #: 9186958 26-JUN-19 13:10:00] FOR MORE RESULTS SEE INSP # 1343468 AND ANOTHER SERVICE REQUEST
RESOLVED SAME DAY # 600665735 CDPH ENGINEERS (32 147) CONDUCTED CITIZEN'S AIR POLLUTION COMPLAINT
INVESTIGATION OF GENERAL IRON COMPLAINANT WAS AVAILABLE FOR MORE INFORMATION AND DESCRIPTION OF THE
PROBLEM OVER THE PHONE DURING INSPECTION WITH JEFF ], FOREMAN THERE WERE NO ODORS DETECTED (INCL
CHEMICAL ODORS AS DESCRIBED BY COMPLAINANT), NO OPEN BURNING WAS OBSERVED AND NO VISIBLE EMISSIONS WERE
OBSERVED, EXCEPT WATER MIST FROM THE CANON AND WATER VAPOR FROM THE MAIN STACK GENERAL IRON WILL BE RE-
INSPECTED WITH PRESENCE OF JIM K, CONSULTANT FACILITY IS ALSO IN PROCESS OF INSTALLATION OF PREVIOUSLY
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13776 | 05/28/2019

13776 = 04/17/2019

13776 | 03/28/2019

13776 | 03/15/2019

SR19-01575688 SMELL
HAS BEEN GOING ON
FOR 4 DAYS

VERY STRONG ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY GENERAL AIR
QUALITY COMPLAINTS
IN HIS NEIGHBORHOOD
OVER THE LAST 2 YEARS
SINCE THEY HAVE
MOVED THERE LOTS OF
FACTORIES AND
INDUSTRY IN THE AREA
SO ITSHARD TO
NARROW DOWN THE
EXACT SOURCE

CALLER DESCRIBED
SMELLING AN ODOR
COMING FROM THE
WEST (TOWARDS THE
RIVER) AS SHE WAS
WALKING NORTH ON
CLYBOURN TOWARDS
MAGNOLIA INDICATED
THE ODOR MADE HER
DIZZY AND WAS
STRONGER CLOSER TO
FACILITY DISSIPATING
AS SHE WENT FURTHER
NORTH,

THERE IS A STRONG
CHEMICAL SMELL
THROUGHOUT OUR
NEIGHBORHOOD
COMING FROM THE SITE

PERMITTED BY CDPH - SCRUBBER AND RTO FOR EVEN MORE EFFICIENT AIR FILTRATION DURING THE PROCESS IMAGES AND
SIDE STACK ARE ATTACHED

[INSPECTION LOG #: 8928169 29-MAY-19 08:45:00] I SPOKE TO THE COMPLAINT BY PHONE -SHE CLAIMED THAT ODORS (SHE
DESCRIBED AS CHEMICAL-LY) WERE EVIDENT, COMING FROM THE FACILITY FOR THE PAST SEVERAL MONTHS BUT MORESO
OVER THE PAST FEW DAYS SINCE LAST THURSDAY I WAS AT THE FACILITY FOR 2 HOURS ON FRIDAY AND SMELLED NO
UNUSUAL ODORS 1 VISIT THE FACILITY ONCE A WEEK AND HAVE YET TO SMELL ANY UNUSUAL ODORS

[INSPECTION LOG #: 8606050 12-APR-19 12:00:00] THE COMPLAINANT ADDRESS WAS MILES AWAY FROM THE FACILITY THAT
THEY CLAIMED WAS CAUSING AN ISSUE I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT ON 2 DIFFERENT OCCASIONS FOR GREATER DETAIL BUT
‘WAS UNABLE TO SPEAK WITH THEM, NOR DID THEY CALL ME BACK WHEN I LEFT MY NUMBER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 8429665 29-MAR-19 11:30:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ODORS UPON ARRIVAL AT THE PLACE THE
COMPLAINANT

LISTED, I DID NOT NOTE ANY UNUSUAL ODORS

I CALLED AND SPOKE TO THE COMPLAINANT ?SHE STATED THAT SHE HAD SMELLED

THIS CHEMICAL ODOR YESTERDAY AND ATTRIBUTED IT TO THE GENERAL IRON FACILITY ?I TOLD

HER THAT I WAS INVESTIGATING

WHILE THERE, A TRUCK ARRIVED AND WAS STILL PARKED ON THE
STREET WHEN SMOKE BEGAN TO COME FROM SOME OF THE SCRAP ON THE TRUCK AND
CONTINUED AS IT ENTERED THE SITE GATE

PHOTO A) SMOKING TRUCK

GENERAL IRON PERSONNEL UNLOADED THE SMOKING SCRAP AND USED
EXTINGUISHERS TO PUT OUT THE FIRE THEIR
YARD MANAGER REJECTED THE TRUCK AND DID NOT ALLOW THEM TO LEAVE ANY SCRAP

NOTHING FURTHER
[INSPECTION LOG #: 8282597 15-MAR-19 11:30:00]

COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?CHEMICAL ODORS? UPON
ARRIVAL IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD OF THE PROVIDED RESPONDENT FACILITY, I DID NOT NOTE
ANY UNUSUAL ODORS

PHOTO A) FACILITY

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT ?HE DESCRIBED ?VOC? ODORS AND

PARTICULATES IN THE CRACKS ON THE GROUND

THE FACILITY PASSES ALL SHREDDER EMISSIONS THROUGH A PARTICULATE FILTER
THAT WOULD CAPTURE AND PREVENT THEM FROM SPREADING THROUGH THE AREA

NOTHING FURTHER
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NOISE
COMPLAINT

AIR
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AIR
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AIR
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13776 = 03/13/2019

13776 = 03/05/2019

13776 = 03/01/2019

13776 | 01/10/2019

13776

12/20/2018

NOTICEABLE SMOG AND
CHEMICAL SMELL MILES
NORTH OF FACILITY

LOUD NOISE COMING
FROM AN INDUSTRIAL
FURNACE
COMPLAINANT LEFT
PHONE NUMBER 925-209-
9880 NO NAME

BUSINESS HAS A
CHEMICAL ODORS
COMING OUT AND ALSO
TINY PARTICLES ALL
OVER THE
NEIGHBORHOOD
WITHIN A QUARTER OF
A MILE COMING FROM
BUSINESS

DUST PARTICULATES,
OPEN BURNING AND
INDUSTRIAL EMISSION
CREATING STRONG
ODORS

STRONG ODORS COMNG
FROM FACILITY
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[INSPECTION LOG #: 8282552 15-MAR-19 11:00:00]

COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?SMOG AND CHEMICAL ODORS? UPON
ARRIVAL IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD OF THE PROVIDED RESPONDENT FACILITY, I DID NOT NOTE
ANY UNUSUAL ODORS

PHOTO A) FACILITY
I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT BUT GOT NO ANSWER

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 8229638 08-MAR-19 11:45:00] DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH
COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?INDUSTRIAL FURNACE? NOISE THIS IS A SHREDDING OPERATION THAT DOES NOT

INCLUDE ANY FURNACES
PHOTO A) FACILITY

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT AND WENT TO VOICEMAIL, LEAVING A
MESSAGE THAT I HAD INVESTIGATED

[INSPECTION LOG #: 8229587 01-MAR-19 11:45:00] DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH
COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?CHEMICAL ODORS COMING OUT AND

ALSO TINY PARTICLES? FROM THE FACILITY UPON

ARRIVAL AT THE FACILITY, I DID NOT NOTE ANY UNUSUAL ODORS OR ANY PARTICLES IN

THE AIR

PHOTO A) FACILITY

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT AND TOLD HIM THAT I WAS
INVESTIGATING HIS COMPLAINT

[INSPECTION LOG #: 7867186 11-JAN-19 12:00:00] DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH
COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO NOISE, BURNING ODORS, AIR

POLLUTION UPON ARRIVAL AT THE COMPLAINANT

RESIDENCE, I DID NOT NOTE ANY NOISE OR UNUSUAL ODORS
PHOTO A) INTERSECTION AT PROVIDED RESIDENCE

I CALLED AND LEFT A VOICE MESSAGE OF THESE FINDINGS FOR THE
COMPLAINANT

NOTHING FURTHER
[INSPECTION LOG #: 7733777 20-DEC-18 10:30:00] DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ODORS UPON ARRIVAL I DID NOT NOTE ANY UNUSUAL ODORS
PHOTO A) FACILITY

I CALLED AND GOT THE COMPLAINANT VOICEMAIL, WHICH WAS FULL
SO I COULD NOT LEAVE A MESSAGE

NOTHING FURTHER
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13776

13776

13776

13776

13776

13776

12/13/2018

11/20/2018

11/16/2018

11/07/2018

10/23/2018

10/17/2018

10/12/2018

CALLER STATES THAT
THE FACTORY IS
EMITTING POLLUTION
MUCH HIGHER THAN
EPA STANDARDS
INDOORS CAUSING
STRONG CHEMICAL
ODORS

CALLER REPORTED
THAT 3-4 TIMES A WEEK
FACILITY IS BURNING
MATERIALS AND
RELEASING CHEMICALS
INTO THE ATMOSPHERE

FACILITY IS EMITTING
FUMES FROM ROOF TOP
COMPLAINANT LEFT
PHONE NUMBER 248-703-
3686 NO NAME

CALLER SAYS THERE IS A
STRONG CHEMICAL
SMELL COMING FROM
FACILITY
COMPLAINANT LEFT
PHONE NUMBER 248 703-
3686 NO NAME

CALLER STATES THAT
INCREDIBLY BAD ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY

DUST COMING FROM
FACILITY

STRONG METAL SMELL IS
COMING FROM
FACILITY
COMPLAINANT LEFT

[INSPECTION LOG #: ]

[INSPECTION LOG #: 7536066 20-NOV-18 13:00:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?BURNING MATERIALS AND RELEASING
CHEMICALS INTO THE ATMOSPHERE ? THIS FACILITY IS LISTED AS THE SOURCE BUT NONE OF THEIR PROCESSES INCLUDE
BURNING THEIR SHREDDING OPERATIONS DO CAUSE A SMALL AMOUNT OF EMISSIONS BUT THOSE PASS THROUGH EXTENSIVE
FILTERING

PHOTO A) FACILITY

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 7476003 16-NOV-18 12:30:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?FUMES FROM THE ROOFTOP? ODORS UPON
ARRIVAL AT THE FACILITY I DID NOT NOTE ANYTHING UNUSUAL

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT BUT GOT NO ANSWER

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 7447416 09-NOV-18 11:30:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO (CHEMICAL) ODORS UPON ARRIVAL AT THE
COMPLAINANT RESIDENCE, I DID NOT NOTE ANY UNUSUAL ODORS

PHOTO A) FACILITY

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT BUT GOT NO ANSWER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 7279493 25-OCT-18 10:30:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ODORS UPON ARRIVAL AT THE COMPLAINANT
RESIDENCE, I DID NOT NOTE ANY UNUSUAL ODORS

PHOTO A) INTERSECTION AT PROVIDED RESIDENCE
I CALLED AND INFORMED THE COMPLAINANT OF THESE FINDINGS

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 7183644 17-OCT-18 13:00:00] I CALLED THE ALDERMAN'S OFFICE, FOUND THAT THE COMPLAINT HAD NOT
COME THROUGH THEIR OFFICE

I CALLED THE FACILITY, FOUND THAT THE WATER USED FOR DUST SUPPRESSION WAS OPERATIONAL THEY HAD ONLY FAILED
TO USE IT DURING EARLY YESTERDAY HOURS WHEN TEMPERATURES WERE NEAR FREEZING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 7183194 17-OCT-18 12:30:00] I CALLED THE ANONYMOUS COMPLAINANT PHONE NUMBER BUT GOT NO
RESPONSE THE SMELL OF METAL SHOULD BE EXPECTED DUE TO THE PERMITTED ACTIVITIES CONDUCTED

Page 21

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH



AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

13776 = 10/05/2018
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13776 = 09/25/2018

13776 | 09/21/2018

13776 | 08/28/2018

PHONE NUMBER 248 703-
3686 NO NAME

DUST AND METALLIC
SMELL COMING FROM
FACILITY ALSO BLACK
STICKY CHEMICAL
SOLUTION FROM THEIR
LAWN FURNITURE
CALLER WOULD LIKE A
RESPONSE LEFT PHONE
NUMBER 502-905-8300 NO
NAME

THERE IS A CONSTANT
METAL CRASH DURING
OPERATION THE NOISE
STARTS BEFORE 5:45 AM
MOST WEEKDAYS IT
HAS THE ODOR OF
BURNING RUBBER AND
DEBRIS

STRONG SMELL AND
NOISE COMING FROM
FACILITY THIS HAPPENS
ON AN ALMOST DAILY
BASIS THIS IS A HEALTH
CONCERN FOR MY
FAMILY

18-02726789 CHEMICAL
ODORS COMING FROM
GENERAL IRON

THERE IS FREQUENTLY A
STRONG CHEMICAL
SMELL NEAR OUR NEW
HOME THE SMELL IS
SIMILAR TO THAT OF
BURNING PLASTIC

[INSPECTION LOG #: 7162564 11-OCT-18 15:50:00] I HAD BEEN TO THE FACILITY DUE TO ANOTHER COMPLAINT BUT DID NOT
HAVE THIS INFORMATION AT THE TIME I DID NOT NOTE ANY OF THE DETAILS GIVEN HERE I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT TO
INFORM HER OF MY PERIODIC INSPECTIONS AND THAT I HAD NOT NOTED ANY POLLUTION CONCERNS AS DETAILED IN HER
COMPLAINT SHE WAS UNSATISFIED ON THE LIMITATIONS OF MY ROLE AS INSPECTOR SINCE I WAS UNEQUIPPED TO TAKE
SAMPLES OF THE 'POLLUTION' THAT SHE SAID HAD BEEN RELEASED BY THE FACILITY AND WAS COLLECTED ON HER
PROPERTY I ANSWERED HER QUESTIONS TO THE BEST OF MY ABILITY

[INSPECTION LOG #: 7134833 05-OCT-18 12:00:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO NOISE, BURNING ODORS, AIR POLLUTION UPON
ARRIVAL AT THE COMPLAINANT RESIDENCE, I DID NOT NOTE ANY NOISE OR UNUSUAL ODORS

PHOTO A) INTERSECTION AT PROVIDED RESIDENCE

I CALLED AND SPOKE TO THE COMPLAINANT ?HE STATED THAT THE GENERAL IRON FACILITY BEGAN OPERATING EARLY IN
THE MORNING IINFORMED HIM THAT THEIR PERMIT ALLOWED THEM TO WORK 24 HOURS A DAY, SHRED 5AM-7PM

-HE STATED THAT THEY SMELLED BURNING GARBAGE I TOLD HIM THAT THEIR PROCESSES DID NOT INCLUDE ANY BURNING
OR COMBUSTION

-HE STATED THAT THEY ?PULVERIZED? CARS AND APPLIANCES, WHICH CAUSED FIBERGLASS AND EMISSIONS TO BE RELEASED
‘WHICH ENDED UP ON THEIR PROPERTY I TOLD HIM THAT GENERAL IRON DID NOT PULVERIZE MATERIALS BUT ALL SCRAP
‘WAS PASSED THROUGH THEIR SHREDDER, WHICH WAS AN ENCLOSED APPARATUS WITH POLLUTION CONTROL AND
FILTERING INCLUDED

NOTHING FURTHER
[INSPECTION LOG #: 6997514 28-SEP-18 11:00:00]

COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO NOISE AND ODORS UPON ARRIVAL AT THE COMPLAINANT RESIDENCE, I DID NOT NOTE ANY
UNUSUAL ODORS

PHOTO A) INTERSECTION AT PROVIDED RESIDENCE

I CALLED AND LEFT A MESSAGE FOR THE COMPLAINANT

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 6943501 21-SEP-18 12:00:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO (CHEMICAL) ODORS UPON ARRIVAL AT THE
COMPLAINANT RESIDENCE, I DID NOT NOTE ANY UNUSUAL ODORS

PHOTO A) INTERSECTION AT PROVIDED RESIDENCE

I CALLED AND SPOKE TO THE COMPLAINANT ?SHE STATED THAT SHE HAD SMELLED THIS CHEMICAL ODOR YESTERDAY AND
ATTRIBUTED IT TO THE GENERAL IRON FACILITY GENERAL IRON DOES NOT USE CHEMICALS AS A PART OF THEIR

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 6753572 31-AUG-18 10:00:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?BURNING PLASTIC? ODORS UPON ARRIVAL AT
THE APPROXIMATE ADDRESS, I DID NOT NOTE ANY UNUSUAL ODORS THIS IS A RESIDENTIAL AREA

PHOTO A) COMPLAINANT ADDRESS

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT ?HE STATED THAT HE HAD SMELLED THE ODOR TWO HOURS AGO I TOLD HIM THAT I WAS NEAR
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13776 | 08/02/2018

16295  07/13/2018

13776 | 06/18/2018

CALLER STATES THAT
HEAVY METALLIC SMELL
IN BACKYARD

THERE IS A HAZE OF
DUST SURROUNDING
THE LOCATION THERE
ARE OFTEN EXPLOSIONS
THAT LITERALLY SHAKE
OUR HOUSE WHEN THEY
GRIND UP AND
COMPRESS CARS WITH
AIR BAGS

VERY STRONG ODORS
SMELLS LIKE GAS OR
PETROLEUM COMING
FROM FACILITY

FOR LACK OF A BETTER
‘WAY TO DESCRIBE IT
THE SMELL IS METALLIC
IN NATURE SOME DAYS
IT IS SO STRONG IT
LEAVES A TASTE IN MY
MOUTH ON THE WORST
DAYS IT ALSO IRRITATES
MY EYES THE DUST
CONTINUOUS OUTSIDE
ON CARS EACH DAY
THERE IS A NEW LAYER

Page 23
HIS HOME BUT SMELLED NOTHING

NOTHING FURTHER
[INSPECTION LOG #: 6677986 24-AUG-18 12:15:00] I RESPONDED TO A COMPLAINT OF ?HEAVY METALLIC SMELL IN BACKYARD? DEPT OF PUBLIC
CAUSED BY A SCRAP YARD NEAR THE COMPLAINANT?S ADDRESS HEALTH

I DID GO TO THE NEAREST SCRAP FACILITY WHICH IS LOCATED ABOUT ? BLOCK AWAY (WEST) AND FOUND NO EXCESSIVE
ODORS, METAL OR OTHERWISE

PHOTO A) SITE

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT AND WENT TO VOICEMAIL

NOTHING FURTHER
[INSPECTION LOG #: 6471254 03-AUG-18 12:00:00] I RESPONDED TO A COMPLAINT OF ?DUST? EXPLOSIONS? AT THIS SCRAP DEPT OF PUBLIC
FACILITY HEALTH

I CHECKED THE MAIN DUMP AREA WHICH IS ALSO WHERE MATERIALS ARE FED INTO THE SHREDDER WATER MISTERS WERE
IN USE, ACTIVELY SPRAYING THE PILED MATERIALS DUST EMISSIONS WERE NOT NOTED AS I APPROACHED OR UPON
ARRIVAL NO EXPLOSIONS NOTED

PHOTO A) MAIN DUMP AREA

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT AND LEFT A VOICEMAIL MESSAGE

[INSPECTION LOG #: 6311569 18-JUL-18 13:52:00] AN INSPECTION WAS CONDUCTED OF GENERAL IRON INDUSTRIES, INC DEPT OF PUBLIC
LOCATED AT 1909 N CLIFTON AVE CONCERNING ALLEGED STRONG ODOR LIKE GAS OR PETROLEUM COMING FROM FACILITY HEALTH

UPON ARRIVAL, I PATROLLED AROUND THE FACILITY AND NEIGHBORING AREA WITH MY CAR WINDOWS ROLLED DOWN BUT
NO GAS OR PETROLEUM LIKE ODORS WAS OBSERVED

ASTWAS ABOUT TO PROCEED TO THE OFFICE A CHICAGO POLICE SECURITY OFFICER MR SAL CAME AND ESCORTED ME

T IDENTIFIED MYSELF TO THE MANAGER MR KEVIN TRANT AND STATED THE PURPOSE OF MY VISIT 1 REQUESTED RELATED
BUSINESS RECORDS FOR REVIEW

DURING A WALKTHROUGH OF THE FACILITY I OBSERVED 2 MOTORIZED WATER SPRINKLERS HOSING DOWN DUST AS THE
TRUCKS WERE BEING LOADED WITH JUNK METAL MATERIALS

DURING MY EXIT INTERVIEW THE MANAGER INFORMED ME THAT THE FACILITY WILL CEASE TO DO BUSINESS AT THIS

LOCATION ABOUT THE YEAR 2020 INSPECTION PHOTOS AND SITE SKETCH ARE ATTACHED

[INSPECTION LOG #: 6036384 19-JUN-18 11:15:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?METALLIC SMELL? ALSO IRRITATES?EYES? DUST? A DEPT OF PUBLIC
ON CARS LAYER THAT IS SOMEWHAT GRITTY AND SAND LIKE?? HEALTH

I FOUND NONE OF THE DETAILS AT THE PROVIDED RESIDENCE

PHOTO A) BUILDINGS PROVIDED RESIDENCE

I CALLED AND LEFT A MESSAGE OF THESE FINDINGS AT THE COMPLAINANT VOICEMAIL NOTHING FURTHER
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13776 | 10/30/2017

THAT IS SOMEWHAT
GRITTY AND SAND LIKE
CALLER STATES THAT IT
SMELLS LIKE BURNING
METAL AND THERE IS
DUST IN THE AIR

WET SUBSTANCE IN AIR
THAT SETTLED ON
CALLERS CAR CLOTHES,
AND SKIN ALSO
COMPANY SMASHING
CARS COMPLAINANT
LEFT PHONE NUMBER
847-207-2954

COMPLAINANT STATES
THAT SMELLED LIKE
TOXIC GAS, FIBERGLASS
FLUFF EVERYWHERE

COMPLAINANT STATED
THAT A AWFUL
BURNING SMELL
COMING FROM FACILITY

FACILITY CAUSING DUST
ALL OVER THE AREA
ALSO PULVERIZE SCRAP
METAL RECYCLING
‘WORKING ON SUNDAY
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[INSPECTION LOG #: 5997163 14-JUN-18 11:15:00] COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?IT SMELLS LIKE BURNING METAL AND THERE IS
DUST IN THE AIR? UPON ARRIVAL AT THE COMPLAINANT ADDRESS, I DID NOT NOTE ANY UNUSUAL ODORS I DID NOT NOTE
DUST IN THE AIR UNTIL A CREW STARTED WORKING ON A DIRT BASEBALL FIELD AT A PARK ACROSS THE STREET FROM THE
COMPLAINANT RESIDENCE

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

PHOTO A) BASEBALL FIELD

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT BUT GOT NO ANSWER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 5871419 31-MAY-18 12:00:00] I RESPONDED TO A COMPLAINT OF ?WET SUBSTANCE IN AIR THAT SETTLED ON
CALLERS CAR CLOTHES, AND SKIN ALSO COMPANY SMASHING CARS? NAMING THIS SCRAP FACILITY AS THE SOURCE THEY DO
SHRED CARS AS A PART OF THEIR SCRAP OPERATIONS AND USE WATER MISTERS TO SUPPRESS DUST

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT FOR SPECIFIC DETAILS BUT THE CALL WENT TO VOICEMAIL

PHOTO A) SCRAP AREA WHERE DUST MISTER IS LOCATED

THE ONLY ?WET SUBSTANCE? LIKELY TO ORIGINATE FROM THE FACILITY IS WATER FROM THE MISTERS BUT THE LIKELIHOOD
OF IT REACHING OFFSITE IS VERY LOW

NOTHING FURTHER
[INSPECTION LOG #: 5815166 24-MAY-18 11:00:00] I RESPONDED TO A COMPLAINT OF ?TOXIC GAS? ODOR IN AND ?FIBERGLASS?
CONTAMINATION OF THE AREA DUE TO OPERATIONS AT THIS NEARBY SCRAP FACILITY

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

I'WENT TO THE COMPLAINANT?S HOME AREA AND CHECKED FOR ODORS OR SIGNS OF OFFSITE CONTAMINATION ?NONE WERE
FOUND

PHOTO A) INTERSECTION NEAR COMPLAINANT HOME

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT AND TOLD HER THAT I WAS INVESTIGATING BUT HAD FOUND NOTHING AS SHE HAD DESCRIBED
BUT SHE WAS STILL PLEASED WITH THE DEPARTMENT?S RESPONSE

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

[INSPECTION LOG #: 5859164 30-MAY-18 10:00:00] I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT -HE TOLD ME THAT HE HAD EMAILED THIS
COMPLAINT A WEEK AGO ITOLD HIM THAT HE SHOULD LODGE ANY COMPLAINTS THROUGH THE 311 LINE

DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

[INSPECTION LOG #: 4326086 30-OCT-17 12:45:00] I RESPONDED TO A COMPLAINT OF THIS SCRAP FACILITY ?CAUSING DUST ALL
OVER THE AREA ALSO PULVERIZE SCRAP METAL RECYCLING WORKING ON SUNDAY? THEY DO NOT ?PULVERIZE? SCRAP BUT
SHRED IT WITHIN THE SHREDDER AND WORKING ON SUNDAY IS ALLOWED WITHIN THE CONDITIONS OF THEIR PERMIT

I MET JIM KALLAS (OR JK, ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER) TO INVESTIGATE THE DUST ASPECT I CHECKED THE MAIN DUMP AREA
WHICH IS ALSO WHERE MATERIALS ARE FED INTO THE SHREDDER WATER MISTERS WERE IN USE, ACTIVELY SPRAYING THE



AIR 1909 N
POLLUTION  CLIFTON
WORK AVE
ORDER
NOISE 1909 N
COMPLAINT = CLIFTON
AVE
NOISE 1909 N
COMPLAINT = CLIFTON
AVE

13776 = 06/20/2017

13776 | 06/09/2017

13776 = 03/08/2017

AND THEIR ARE NOT
PERMIT

CONSTITUENTS ARE
REPORTING AWFUL
ODORS COMING FROM
FACILITY PARTICULAR
THE SMELL OF DIESEL
THE COMPANY IS ALSO
STARTING WORK AT 5:30
AM INSTEAD OF
APPROPRIATE TIME
RESIDENTS OF THE AREA
ARE HAVING TROUBLE
BREATHING AND HAVE
BEEN FORCED TO CLOSE
THEIR WINDOWS

CALLER STATES THAT
FACILITY CREATING
LOUD NOISE AND
DISTURBING THE
RESIDENTS (OUTSIDE OF
NORMAL BUSINESS
HOURS)

GENERAL IRON IS
CREATING LOUD NOISE
THAT YOU CAN
HEARBLOCKS AWAY
AND CAN BARELY SPEAK
ON THE STREET
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PILED MATERIALS DUST EMISSIONS WERE NOT NOTED AS I APPROACHED OR UPON ARRIVAL I DID NOTE INCOMING TRUCKS
DEPOSITING CD DEBRIS (REBAR) AND AS THEY DID DUST AROSE FROM THE DRY METAL THE CODE REQUIRES THAT CD DEBRIS
BE WET PRIOR TO TRANSPORTING TRUCKLOADS OFFSITE BUT TRUCKS FROM 2 DIFFERENT COMPANIES DEPOSITED DRY CD
DEBRIS ?THIS IS NOT CAUSED BY GENERAL IRON THE DUST WAS NOT CARRIED OFFSITE BY THE WIND

PHOTO A) DUST FROM CD DEBRIS LOAD

JK NOTED THE ISSUE AND COMMITTED THAT THEY WOULD SPRAY MORE WATER ON INCOMING LOADS DURING THE UNLOAD
PROCESS IN CASE TRUCKS ARRIVED WITH DRY/DUSTY DEBRIS

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT TWICE AND LEFT A MESSAGE ON THE FIRST DAY BUT GOT NO ANSWER TO A FOLLOW-UP CALL
ON 11/02

[INSPECTION LOG #: 3247181 20-JUN-17 10:45:00] I RESPONDED TO A COMPLAINT OF 2AWFUL ODORS?, ?DIESEL?, ?STARTING DEPT OF PUBLIC
WORK AT 5:30 AM INSTEAD OF APPROPRIATE TIME?, AND ?RESIDENTS HAVING TROUBLE BREATHING FORCED TO CLOSE HEALTH
THEIR WINDOWS?

I BEGAN AT THE PROVIDED ADDRESS, FINDING NO AWFUL ODORS ?EXHAUST EMISSIONS WERE EVIDENT DUE TO TRUCK
TRAFFIC TO/FROM THE FACILITY AND THIS BEING A STREET WITH CONSTANT VEHICLE TRAFFIC THE FACILITY HAS A 24-HOUR
OPERATING PERMIT SO THE 5:30A M ACTIVITIES DO NOT CONSTITUTE A VIOLATION

I FOUND NO EVIDENCE THAT ACTIVITIES WOULD HAVE AN IMPACT ON ANYONE?S ABILITY TO BREATHE OR OPEN THEIR
WINDOWS

PHOTO A) SHREDDER AT GENERAL IRON
I CALLED THE ALDERMAN?S OFFICE (LISTED COMPLAINANT) AND LEFT THE FINDINGS OF THIS VISIT
T INFORMED ADAM LABKON (OWNER/OPERATOR, GENERAL IRON) OF THIS COMPLAINT AND MY FINDINGS

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 3180215 12-JUN-17 09:05:00] THIS WAS A NOISE COMPLAINT WITHOUT SPECIFIC TIME OR DATE OF ACTIVITY = DEPT OF PUBLIC
I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT FOR MORE DETAIL BUT NOBODY ANSWERED THE PHONE THE [GENERAL IRON] FACILITY NAMED HEALTH

AS THE SOURCE OF NOISE HAS A 24-HOUR PERMIT FOR OPERATIONS WITH LIMITED ACTIVITIES (USE OF THE SHREDDER) AFTER

10 PM

I SPOKE (BY PHONE) TO JIM CALLAS (ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER, GENERALIRON) -HE STATED THATTHERE HAD BEEN NO
CHANGEIN ACTIVITIES AND THEY HAD COMPLIED WITH ALLREQUIREMENTS AND LIMITATIONS AS OUTLINED IN THEIR
PERMIT

NO SITE VISIT WAS CONDUCTED

[INSPECTION LOG #: 2536102 09-MAR-17 13:05:00] I WENT TO THE COMPLAINANT ADDRESS, FOUND NO NOTICEABLE NOISE DEPT OF PUBLIC
ABOVE THE AMBIENT NOISE BEING GENERATED BY PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC THIS LOCATION IS A BUSY COMMERCIAL AREA 1 DID = HEALTH

GO TO GENERAL IRON (ABOUT 2 BLOCKS AWAY) BECAUSE THE COMPLAINANT SPECIFIED THIS FACILITY BUT FOUND THAT ANY

NOISE GENERATED FROM THEIR ACTIVITIES (WHICH INCLUDED MOVING OF HEAVY MATERIALS BY MACHINE)DID NOT

EXTEND FAR BEYOND THE FACILITY AND CERTAINLY NOT TWO BLOCKS AWAY I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT BUT GOT NO

ANSWER SO LEFT A VOICE MESSAGE



AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

13776

13776

13776

02/10/2017

01/30/2017

11/15/2016

RECEIVED A CALL
YESTERDAY FROM
COMPLAINANT WHO
COMPLAINED ABOUT
ODORS AND SMOKE
COMING FROM
FACILITY

THERE IS A SCRAP YARD
LOCATED NEAR MY
OFFICE THE AIR
QUALITY THIS MORNING
IS HORRENDOUS AND
NAUSEATING

STRONG ODORS AND
DUST EMISSION COMING
FROM FACILITY
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[INSPECTION LOG #: 2380409 10-FEB-17 11:30:00] I RESPONDED TO A 311 COMPLAINT OF ?0DORS AND SMOKE? FROM A SCRAP DEPT OF PUBLIC
YARD NEAR THE COMPLAINANT?S ADDRESS 1 DID GO TO THE NEAREST SCRAP FACILITY (GENERAL IRON, A METAL RECYCLER) = HEALTH

-THE FACILITY RECEIVES METAL SCRAP WHICH IS SHREDDED ?NOT BURNED- AS PART OF THEIR OPERATIONS ANY SHREDDER

EMISSIONS ARE PASSED THROUGH POLLUTION CONTROL PROCESSES AND THE PILE OUTSIDE THE SHREDDER CONSTANTLY

WATERED/MISTED TO SUPPRESS DUST I FOUND NO SMOKE OR ODORS BEYOND THAT OF THE EXHAUST EMISSIONS EVIDENT

DUE TO THE CONSTANT IN/OUT TRUCK TRAFFIC

PHOTO A) SHREDDER

I MET ADAM LABKON (OWNER/OPERATOR OF GENERAL IRON AND INFORMED HIM OF THE COMPLAINT ?HE STATED THAT
THERE HAD BEEN NO FIRES OR INCIDENTS THAT MIGHT HAVE CAUSED BURNING ODORS

I CALLED THE COMPLAINT PHONE BUT GOT NO ANSWER

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 2324165 30-JAN-17 12:30:00] DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

I RESPONDED TO A COMPLAINT OF ZHORRENDOUS, NAUSEATING ODORS? CAUSED BY A SCRAP YARD NEAR THE

COMPLAINANT?S ADDRESS I BEGAN AT THAT ADDRESS, FINDING NO SUSPECT ODORS BEYOND THAT OF THE EXHAUST

EMISSIONS EVIDENT DUE TO THIS BEING A STREET WITH CONSTANT VEHICLE TRAFFIC I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT BUT HAD

TO LEAVE MESSAGES AT THE PROVIDED NUMBERS

I DID GO TO THE NEAREST SCRAP FACILITY WHICH IS LOCATED ABOUT ? BLOCK AWAY (WEST) THE FACILITY RECEIVES METAL
SCRAP WHICH IS SHREDDED AS PART OF THEIR OPERATIONS PANY SHREDDER EMISSIONS ARE PASSED THROUGH POLLUTION
CONTROL FILTERS AND THE PILE OUTSIDE THE SHREDDER CONSTANTLY WATERED/MISTED TO SUPPRESS DUST I FOUND NO
SUSPECT ODORS BEYOND THAT OF THE EXHAUST EMISSIONS EVIDENT DUE TO THE CONSTANT IN/OUT TRUCK TRAFFIC

PHOTO A) SHREDDER

I MET JIM KALLAS (REPRESENTATIVE FOR GENERAL IRON (SCRAP YARD) AND INFORMED HIM OF THE COMPLAINT BUT HAD NO

REASON FOR ANY MORE CONVERSATION

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 1986687 10-NOV-16 00:00:00] I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT; SHE WASN'T NEAR HER HOME, WHERE SHE SAID = DEPT OF PUBLIC
SHE HAD EXPERIENCED THE PROBLEM SHESAID SHE HAD CALLED THE IEPA'WEEKS AGO' AND HAD CALLED 311 PREVIOUSLY HEALTH

BUT THEY HADN'T 'DONE ANYTHING'

SHE ASKED THAT I GO TO HER HOME ADDRESS AND WAIT TO SMELLODORS AND SEE DUST EMISSIONSI TOLD HER THAT OUR
INVESTIGATIONS WERE INRESPONSE TOONGOINGACTIVITIES, NOT WAITING FOR THINGSTO HAPPEN

SHE SAID SHE WOULD CALL 311, NEXT TIME



AIR 1909 N
POLLUTION = CLIFTON
WORK AVE
ORDER

TOXICS 1909 N

HAZARDOUS = CLIFTON
MATERIALS = AVE

WORK

ORDER

AIR 1909 N
POLLUTION  CLIFTON
WORK AVE
ORDER

NOISE 1909 N
COMPLAINT | CLIFTON

AVE

13776 = 10/18/2016

60565  09/09/2016

29520 ' 05/26/2016

13776 | 04/11/2016

TERRIBLE DUST AND
TOXIC SMELL COMING
FROM FACILITY

SHREDDING PROPANE
TANKS

THERE IS A VISIBLE
CLOUD OF POLLUTION
AND DUST COMING
FROM FACILITY THIS
MORNING

THE COMPANY IS
RELEASING
REFRIDGERATION
FUMES INTO THE AIR
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[INSPECTION LOG #: 1801862 18-OCT-16 11:30:00] FACILITY RECEIVES VARIOUS TYPES OF METAL SCRAP (I E IRON, ALUMINUM, DEPT OF PUBLIC
STEEL) THE METAL IS SHREDDED AND PASSED THROUGH EDDY CURRENT PROCESSES FOR FURTHER SEPARATION RESULTING HEALTH
PRODUCT (SEPARATED METALS) AND WASTE (FLUFF AND NON-METAL CONTAMINANTS) ARE SHIPPED FOR REPROCESSING

(PRODUCT) AND DISPOSAL (WASTE)

THIS IS A COMPLAINT RESPONSE DUE TO ?DUST AND TOXIC SMELLS? I NOTED NO ODORS EN ROUTE TO OR AT THE FACILITY
MACHINES WERE LOADING MATERIALS INTO THE CONVEYOR TO THE SHREDDER ?ANY DUST GENERATED BY THIS ACTIVITY
‘WAS BEING SUPPRESSED BY WATER BEING SPRAYED CONSTANTLY FROM 2 POINTS AT THE SHREDDER

PHOTO A: CONVEYOR TO SHREDDER

I MET ] KALLAS (ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANT FOR GENERAL IRON), INFORMED HIM OF THE COMPLAINT ?HE STATED THAT
GENERAL IRON WILL CONTINUE TO USE THESE METHODS TO CONTROL DUST

NO COMPLAINANT WAS AVAILABLE FOR INTERVIEW

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 1551973 09-SEP-16 13:40:00] THIS WAS A COMPLAINT ABOUT GENERAL IRON PLACING PROPANE TANKS IN DEPT OF PUBLIC
THEIR SHREDDER AND CAUSING EXPLOSIONS WHEN I ARRIVED AT THE FACILITY THE SHREDDER WAS RUNNING AND BEING HEALTH
LOADED DURING MY INSPECTION I MET WITH JEFF JONES, A SITE MANAGER AND I EXPLAINED WHY I WAS THERE I WAS TOLD

THAT THEY DO NOT SHRED ANY PROPANE TANKS BECAUSE IT CAUSES AN EXPLOSION, THE RESULTING EXPLOSION PUTS

UNWANTED STRESS ON THEIR SHREDDER IT WOULD ALSO BE AGAINST THEIR PERMIT TO SHRED PROPANE TANKS THE

PROPANE TANKS THAT COME IN ARE TAKEN FROM THE LOADS AND PUT TO THE SIDE, ONCE THEY ACCUMULATE ENOUGH

THEY HAVE AMERIGAS COME IN TO TAKE ALL OF THE PROPANE TANKS AWAY AND THEY WERE DUE FOR A PICK UP DURING

THIS INSPECTION I ESTIMATED THAT THERE MUST HAVE BEEN 150 SMALLER PROPANE TANKS AND ROUGHLY 100 LARGER

PROPANE TANKS IN THE STORAGE AREA IT IS POSSIBLE THAT A PROPANE TANK SLIPPED THROUGH AND MADE IT TO THE

SHREDDER BUT THIS WAS NOT ON PURPOSE I DID NOT HEAR ANY EXPLOSIONS WHILE I WAS CONDUCTING THIS INSPECTION

[INSPECTION LOG #: 824970 26-MAY-16 14:50:00] CONDUCTED CITIZEN'S COMPLAINT/AIR POLLUTION INVESTIGATION GENERAL  DEPT OF PUBLIC
IRON IS A RECYCLER OF FERROUS AND NON-FERROUS MATERIALS FACILITY WAS CANVASSED FROM CLIFTON, ARMITAGE, HEALTH

WEST RIVER BANK AND THERE WAS NO VISIBLE EMISSIONS OBSERVED NEITHER WERE ODORS DETECTED DURING INSPECTION

FACILITY WAS TOURED WITH JEFF J, SUPERINTENDENT AND FACILITY WAS OPERATING INFULL CAPACITY THERE ISA WATER

MISTING SYSTEM (SEE IMAGES) USED DURING DRY AND DUSTY WEATHER CONDITIONS TO SUPPRESSDUST AND PARTICULATES

SYSTEM GENERATES A MIST WHICH EASILY COULD BE CONFUSED WITH WHITE SMOKE POLLUTION

[INSPECTION LOG #: 462724 11-APR-16 12:00:00] I RESPONDED TO A COMPLAINT DETAILING THAT AT A PERMITTED FACILITY DEPT OF PUBLIC
?REFRIGERATION FUMES WERE BEING RELEASED INTO THE AIR? HEALTH

UPON ARRIVAL, NO SUSPECT ODORS OR OTHER ACTIVITY NOTED

THE OPERATOR IS PERMITTED AT 2 FACILITIES (GENERAL IRON, GENERAL METALS) THAT PROCESS INCOMING LOADS THAT
MAY CONTAIN REFRIGERANT (AUTOMOBILES, AIR CONDITIONERS, AND REFRIGERATORS) AT GENERAL IRON, INCOMING
VEHICLES HAVE ALREADY BEEN DRAINED OF REFRIGERANTS BY THE AUTO SCRAPPERS THAT THEY HOLD CONTRACTS WITH
?NO VEHICLES ACCEPTED FROM NON-CONTRACTED VENDORS ALL AIR CONDITIONERS AND REFRIGERATORS ARE SHIPPED
DOWN THE STREET TO GENERAL METALS WHERE REFRIGERANTS ARE RECLAIMED USING MOBILE EVACUATION UNITS, THEN
SHIPPED TO THEIR VENDOR FOR PROPER RECYCLING OR DISPOSAL APPLIANCES ARE THEN SHREDDED AT GENERAL IRON

MET ] JONES (MANAGER) AND INFORMED HIM OF THE COMPLAINT ?HE STATED THAT ALL OPERATIONS WERE PROCEEDING
WITHOUT INCIDENT

THE SITE WAS BUSY, THOUGH NEAT AND WELL-ORGANIZED ALL ACTIVITIES APPEARED TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THEIR
PERMIT

PHOTO A) AREA AND EQUIPMENT FOR RECLAMATION OF REFRIGERANTS



AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

NOISE
COMPLAINT

AIR
POLLUTION
WORK
ORDER

AIR
POLLUTION

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE

29520 05/12/2014

10937

10937

10/22/2013

10/15/2013

29520  01/03/2012

60565

12/16/2011

COMPLAINANT SAID
THAT HE WAS BOATING
TODAY, 5/6/2014 AT
ABOUT 11 AM SAW
FUGITVE EMISSION
COMING FROM THE
FACILTIY SAID
FUGITIVE PM WAS
COVERING EVERYTHING
AND THAT THERE WAS A
SHEEN ON THE WATER
COMPLAINANT WANTED
TO SUBMIT THE
COMPLAINT BUT DOES
NOT PERSONALLY NEED
FOLLOW UP

CALLER STATES THAT
THEY IS TERRIBLE SMELL
COMING FROM THE
JUNKYARD OVER ON
CLYBOURN AND
CORTLAND SEEMS TO BE
PART OF THE FINKL
OPERATION SMELL LIKE
BURNING PLASTIC
FACILITY IS WORKING
OUTSIDE BEFORE
ORDINANCE HOURS
CREATING LOUD NOISE
AT 5:30 AM

FACILITY CREATING
SMOKE AND PARTICLES
ISFLYING ALL OVER THE
AREA

FACILITY IS SUSPECTED
OF ILLEGALLY TAKING
IN MATERIAL FROM

I CALLED THE COMPLAINANT TWICE BUT MY CALLS WERE BEING REJECTED BY THE PROVIDED #

NOTHING FURTHER

[INSPECTION LOG #: 10705 13-MAY-14 12:15:00] CDPH ENGINEER DID NOT OBSERVE ANY SMOKE FACILITY WAS CANVASSED
FROM THE EAST - RIVER SIDE AND ALL THE DIRECTIONS ALSO NO ODORS WERE DETECTED DURING THIS INSPECTION
REINSPECT AGAIN, AT MORNING HOURS

[INSPECTION LOG #: 7790 22-OCT-13 12:31:00] AREA OF CLYBOURNAND CORTLAND (1909 N CLIFTON, GENERAL IRON)

UPON ARRIVAL, I CANVASSED THE AREA NEAR THE COMPLAINANT'S HOME (APPROX 1MILE) FROM GENERAL IRON NO ODORS
WERE DETECTED NEAR THE COMPLAINANT'S HOME I THEN TRAVELED TO THE AREA OF CLYBOURN AND CORTLAND AND
CANVASSED FOR ODORS GENERAL METAL PROCESSING ODORS WERE DETECTED IN THIS AREA NO EXCESSIVE OR UNUSUAL
ODORS WERE DETECTED AT THIS TIME

[INSPECTION LOG #: 7743 16-OCT-13 13:02:00] GENERAL IRON 1909 N CORTLAND

IN RESPONSE TO A COMPLAINT I ARRIVED TO THE SITE AND MET WITHMR ADAM LABKON,SITE MANAGER ACCORDING TO
MR LABKON, THE FACILITY OPERATES ON A 24HR SCHEDULE WITH LOADING AND UNLOADING STARTING AT 5AM OTHER
METAL PROCESSING ACTIVITY ALSO TAKES PLACE DURING NIGHT TIME AND EARLY MORNING HOURS I REVIEWED THE
FACILITY PERMIT WHICH EXPIRED 8/15/2013,FOR THE SITE OPERATING HOURS THE PERMIT ALLOWS FOR 24HR
OPERATIONSEXCEPT THE SHREDDER AT THE CLOSE OF THE INSPECTION I INFORMED MR LABKON OF THE NOISE ORDINANCE
FOR MECHANICAL STATIONARY EQUIPMENT MR LABKON STATED THAT THEMECHANICAL EQUIPMENT ON THE SITE WAS
EXEMPT FOR THE NOISE ORDINANCE FOLLOW UP INSPECTION PENDING

[INSPECTION LOG #: 2565 ] FACILITY WAS SHOT DOWN REFFER TO THE VENTILATION OD DOB

[INSPECTION LOG #: 2472 ] THIS WAS A COMPLAITN PHONED IN ABOUT GENERAL IRON TAKING IN STOLEN MATERIAL SUCH AS
MANHOLE COVERS AND SIDEWALK TREE GRATES THERE WAS ALSO A MENTION OF SHOPPING CARTS THE COMPLAINT WAS
FOR THEIR YARD #1 WHERE SMALL VENDORS DUMP THEIR LOADS WHEN I ARRIVED I FOUND THAT THERE WERE SOME
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DEPT OF PUBLIC
HEALTH

DEPT OF PUBLIC
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WORK
ORDER

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Noise
Complaint

Air Pollution
Work Order

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

120 ' 07/06/2011

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

120 ' 04/21/2011

1909 N 135
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

12/23/2010

1909 N 120
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

10/28/2010

HOMELESS IN SHOPPING
CARTS, AND POSSIBLY
CITY TREE GRATES AND
CATALYTIC
CONVERTERS

GENERAL IRON

VERY STRONG ODORS
COMING FROM
FACILITY OBSERVED NO
ODORS IN THE AREA AT
THE TIME OF
INSPECTION

GENERAL IRON
FACILITY IS CAUSING
VERY STRONG ODORS IN
THE AREA NO
EVIDENCE OF ODORS AT
THE TIME OF
INSPECTION OBSERVED
A VERY SMALL AMOUNT
OF SMOKE COMING
FROM THE SHEDDER
‘WAS VAPOR

GENERAL IRON YARD #1
FACILITY IS OPERATING
OUTSIDE OF PERMIT
HOUSE TRUCKS LEAVE
SITE ON NORTH AVENUE
AT 3:30 AM
COMPLAINANT STATED
THAT NOISE KEEPS HER
UP ALL NIGHT AND
EARLY MORNING SPOKE
‘WITH THE PARTIAL
OWNER OF FACILITY HE
STATED THAT DO NOT
START UNTIL5 AM 1
EXPLAINED TO HIM
THAT THEY SHOULD
NOT START BEFORE 5
AM

GENERAL IRON

CALLER STATES THAT
FACILITY IS EMITTING A
'FIRM' INTO THE
ENVIRONMENT AND
THERE IS A HORRIBLE
SMELL

SHOPPING CARTS ON SITE I HAD JIM KALLAS TAKE THEM OUT AND SET THEM ASIDE TO CONTACT THE RETAIELR THEY CAME
FROM 1 DID NOT SEE ANY MNAHOLE COVERS, SIDEWALK GRATES OR OTHER CITY PROPERTY WALKIGN VENDORS USING
SHOPPING CARTS IS A COMMON ISSUE THROUGHOUT THE CITY

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET
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HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT



Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Noise
Complaint

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

N

13!

1

N

12

N

2

5

0

0

2

09/08/2010

06/30/2010

06/18/2010

04/15/2010

03/09/2010

GENERAL IRON

CALLER STATES THAT
VERY STRONG SMOKE
AND ODORS COMING
FROM FACILITY NO
EVIDENCE OF SMOKE OR
ODORS AT THE TIME OF
INSPECTION

GENERAL IRON YARD #1
VERY STRONG ODORS
AND DUST COMING
FROM ABOVE FACILITY
OBSERVED NO ODORS
AT THE TIME OF
INSPECTION

GENERAL IRON YARD #1
SMOKY FUMES COMING
FROM FACILITY
COMPLAINANT
‘WORRIED ABOUT HER
HEALTH RESPONDENT
CAUSED AND ALLOWED
A NUISANCE IN
CONNECTION WITH A
BUSINESS RESPONDENT
VIOLATED CONDITION
#22 OF DOE PERMIT
GENERAL IRON

CALLER STATES THAT
VERY STRONG METAL
ODORS IN THE AREA
COMING FROM
FACILITY IDETECTED
THE USUAL ODORS
COMING FROM THE
OPERATION OBSERVED
NO DUST COMING FROM
THE PILES NEAR THE
SHREDDER

GENERAL IRON

CALLER SAYS COMPANY
IS OPERATING DURING
NON BUSINESS HOURS
APPRX 24 HOURS PER
DAY TRUCKS ARE VERY
NOISY COMING AND
GOING BETWEEN 6 AM
AND 8 PM I SPOKE WITH
THE COMPLAINANT BY
PHONE THE ABOVE
BUSINESS HAS A PERMIT

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET
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Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

1909 N 135 | 10/08/2009
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 120 ' 09/28/2009
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 32 1 05/29/2009
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 56  01/29/2008
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 69 ' 01/30/2006
CLIFTON
AVE,

START TIME FOR THE
BUSINESS IS5 AM AN
END AT 10 PM

GENERAL IRON

CALLER STATES THAT
SMOKE IS COMING FROM
FACILITY OBSERVED NO
ODORS OR SMOKE AT
THE TIME OF
INSPECTION

GENERAL IRON

CALLER STATES THT
BLUE SMOKE IS COMING
FROM FACILITY ALSO
STRONG ODORS IN THE
AIR RESPONDENT
CAUSED AND ALLOWED
A NUISANCE IN
CONNECTION WITH A
BUSINESS

GENERAL IRON

CALLER STATES THAT
LOTS OF BLACK SMOKE
COMING OUT OF BLDG
AT TIME OF ARRIVAL
DOE ENGINEER
OBSERVED WHITE
SMOKE COMING FROM
THE STACK IT TURNED
IT WAS A VAPOR OF
WATER WHICH IS
SPRAYED INTO THE
METAL SHREDDER DUE
TO COOL DOWN AND
ELIMINATE ANY
UNWANTED
COMBUSTION FACILITY
SHOULD BE
REINSPECTED BY AN
ENGINEER DUE TO
CHECK FULL
COMPLIANCE

GENERAL IRON

CLOUDS OF BILLOWING
SMOKE ON A REGULAR
BASIS NO PARTICULATE
EMISSIONS ONLY STEAM
CONCENTRATER FROM
WATER USED ON
SHREDDER SYSTEM
GENERAL IRON

PLUME OF SMOKE
COMING FROM
FACILITY AT THE TIME

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET
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Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Noise
Complaint

CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

77

69

76

69

81

08/31/2004

08/18/2004

07/22/2004

04/16/2004

09/24/2003

OF THIS INSPECTION I
SAW ONLY STEAM
COMING FROM THE
MAIN SHREDDER OF
THIS FACILITY ISMELL
NO ODORS AND SAW NO
SMOKE

GENERAL IRON

‘WHITE SMOKE COMING
OUT OF STACK CAUSING
AIR POLLUTION THE
FACILITY WAS
OPERATING BOTH
SHREDDERS WERE
ACTIVE STEAM WAS
VISIBLE

GENERAL IRON
CLOUDS OF DUST AND
VERY FOUL ODORS
EMITTING IN THE AIR
FROM ABOVE
LOCATION I
CANVASSED THE AREA
AND WAS UNABLT TO
DETECT ANY ODORS AT
THIS TIME

GENERAL IRON

WHITE NOXIOUS CLOUD
OF SMOKE IS OVER THE
AREA OBSERVED STEEL
GRINDER EMITTING
STEAM AND A
BROWNISH PLUME NO
ODORS DETECTED
OWNER STATED THAT
STEAM IS THE ONLY
PARTICULATE
EXHAUSTED FROM THE
GRINDING SYSTEM
GENERAL IRON
DIRT/SOOT COMING
INTO COMPLAINANT
APT FROM EITHER ONE
OF THESE FACILITY
GENERAL IRON
CRANES MOVING CARS &
SCRAP WITH YARD
CAUSING EXCESSIVE
NOISE BEFORE 8 AM &
AFTER HOURS THE
FACILITY WASNOT IN
VIOLATION AT THIS
TIME & THAT I WOULD
RETRUN TONIGHT TO

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

Page 32

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT



Noise
Complaint

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

1909 N 77  12/14/2002
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 32 07/31/2002
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 4 1 07/30/2002
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 76 | 07/03/2002
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 82 06/24/2002
CLIFTON
AVE,

ENSURE THERE IS NO
OPERATIONS AFTER 9
PM COMPLAINANT SAID
THAT FACILITY
OPERATION START
EVERY MORNING BET 5-6
AM WITH HEAVY
EQUIPMENT
MOVING/PILING SCRAP
THEN AT 7 AM THE
RUSHER STARTS 1
‘WOULD REFER TO DOE
DAY INSPECTOR
GENERAL IRON

PLEASE CALL
COMPLAINANT AFTER
INSPECTION STARTED
OPERATION AT 7 AM
SATURDAY 12/14
EXTREMELY LOUD
PARTICULATE
EMISSIONS FROM SITE
DUST CLOUD OVER
AREA POOR DUST
CONTROL THE SCRAP
IRON FAILIY WAS
OPERATIN EXCESSIVE
DUST WAS NOT
OBSERVED AT THIS
TIME

GENERAL IRON

THE AMOUNT OF
EMISSION COMING
FROM THE LOCATION IS
TERRIBLE

GENERAL IRON

DUST EMITTING FROM
FACILITY ACTIVITIES
SITE NOT OPERATING AT
THIS TIME NO
NOTICEABLE DUST
GENERAL IRON

SCRAP OPERATIONS
CAUSING A LOT OF
PARTICULATE
EMISSIONS IN THE AIR
NO EMISSIONS WERE
OBSERVED DURING
INSPECTION WATER IS
USED TO MINIMIZE DUST
DURING OPERATIONS
PRICE WATSON
GENERAL IRON
OBSERVED THE

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET
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HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT



Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Air Pollution
Work Order

Noise
Complaint

CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N 69 | 06/19/2002
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 77  04/30/2002
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 76 | 11/29/2001
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 81 | 11/06/2001
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

FOLLOWING: A NEW
SHREDDER WITH
ENCLOSURE, WET
FLOOR, A WATER
TANKER SPRAYING
WATER ON THE ROAD
INSTRUCTED TO SPRAY
WATER INTO THE
SHREDDER, SPRAY
WATER AT ENTRY OF
SHREDDER, SPRAY
‘WATER ABOVE THE FEET
CHUTE BEFORE
MATERIAL GOES INTO
THE SHREDDER, HANDLE
MATERIALS GENTLY TO
MINIMIZE DUST
EMISSIONS, WET THE
ROAD WITH THE WATER
TRUCK REGULARLY TO
CONTROL FUGITIVE
DUST EMISSIONS
GENERAL IRON

7:15 AM VERY LOUD
LARGE EXPLOSION

GENERAL IRON
NOISE & DUST COMING
FROM FACILITY

GENERAL IRON

FINE METAL DUST ON
CARS ALSO DROPPING
CONCRETE BLOCKS IS
SHAKING BLDG I DID
NOT OBSERVED RED
DUST ON CARS NOR
HEAVY BLOCKS BEING
DROPPED

GENERAL IRON

LOUD EXPLOSION BOOM
HEARD FROM THIS
LOCATION I DID NOT
DETECT ANY LOUD
UNUSUAL NOISE

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET
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HISTORIC DEPT
OF
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HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT



Noise
Complaint

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Noise
Complaint

Air Pollution
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Toxics
Hazardous
Materials
Work Order

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

GENERAL IRON
PROCESSING NOISE &
ATMOSPHERIC
POLLUTION EMISSION
FROM THE TOP OF THE
SHREDDER WERE
OBSERVED AT THE TIME
OF INSPECTION
GENERAL IRON
SMOKE/DUST COMING
FROM METAL SCRAP
YARD OBSERVED SOME
SMOKE/DUST BUT WERE
NOT DEEMED EXCESSIVE
AT THIS TIME

GENERAL IRON

SMOKE & VERY FOUL
ODORS COMING FROM
SCRAP YARD NO
PARTICULATE
EMISSIONS ARE
OBSERVED NOR ARE
THERE NOTICEABLY
STRONG ODORS ISSUING
FROM SITE

GENERAL IRON
PROCESSING NOISE &
ATMOSPHERIC
POLLUTION FOUND NO
YARD OR PROCESSING
ACTIVITY OTHER THEN
‘WORKERS WALKING OR
IN AREA OF FACILITY
OFFICE

GENERAL IRON

DUST & DEBRIS COMING
FROM FACILITY

GENERAL IRON

DUST DEBRIS TO
EXCESSIVE NOISE FROM
GENERAL IRON NO DUST
NOR DEBRIS COMING
FROM THE SITE
GENERAL IRON
NATURAL GAS ODOR
INVESTIGATION LEAD
TO RESPONDENT
FACILITY AFTER A
VISIBLE HAZE WAS
VISIBLE DURING
COMPANY PROCESSING
OPERATION

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET
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HISTORIC DEPT
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HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT



Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

1909 N 69
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 69
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

oo

1

1909 N 69
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

W

5

N

1909 N 2
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

W

5

05/08/2001

05/07/2001

02/02/2001

01/30/2001

06/28/2000

03/01/2000

02/16/2000

GENERAL IRON

LOUD EXPLOSIONS- AS
EARLY AS6AM 1
OBSERVED THOROUGH
LOAD CHECKING BY
FACILITY TO PREVENT
GAS CONTAINING TANKS
FROM BEING LOADED
INTO SHEDDERS
GENERAL IRON
EXPLOOSIONS DURING
REGULAR HOURS ALSO
HANDLING
REFRIGERATORS
CONCERNED ABOUT CFC
RELEASED MANAGER
‘WAS UNAWARE OF AN
EXPLOSION AT THE SITE
GENERAL IRON CO
HEAVY NOISE
POLLUTION OBSERVED
NO NOISE OR OTHER
ACTIVITY AT THE TIME
OF INSPECTION
GENERAL IRON
EXPLOSION AT 7:30 AM
ON JAN 25 CAUSED
NOISE & VIBRATION
OBSERVED SORTING OR
CHECKING OF SCRAP
METAL BEING LOADED
ONTO A CONVEYOR
BELT

GENERAL IRON

THERE WAS AN
EXPLOSION FROM THE
ABOVE LOCATION
OBSERVED A LOAD
CHECKER LOCATED
HALF WAY UP THE
INFEED CONVEYOR TO
SHREDDE #1

GENERAL IRON

LOUD EXPLOSION
2/29/2000 AT 2:35 PM
SPOKE WITH OWNER
THERE WERE 2
EXPLOSION
RESPECTIVELY DUE TO
SOME TYPE OF SCRAP
METAL TANK
GENERAL IRON

NOISE LOUD
EXPLOSIONS NO ONE

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET
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HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT



Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Air Pollution
Work Order

Other

Noise
Complaint

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

WAS INJURED NO OUT
SIDE AGENCY
RESPONDED TO
EXPLOSIONS

GENERAL IRON

LOUD EXPLOSION
NOISES FROM FACILITY
AT ABOVE LOC
INTERNAL
INVESTIGATION
REVEALED POSSIBLE
CAUSED PROPANE TANK

GENERAL IRON

VERY LOUD EXPLOSION
AT THE ABOVE
LOCATION MANAGER
INFORMED ME AN
EXPLOSISON OCCURRED
IN SHREDDER
INVESTIGATION TO THE
EXPLOSION WAS DONE &
REPORT

GENERAL IRON

VERY STRONG ODORS IN
AREA BOTH SHREDDERS
ARE IN OPERATION AT
TIME THE SCRAP METAL
PILES APPEAR TO BE
APPRX 25 FT HEIGHT
RESIDUE WAS

REMOVED

GENERAL IRON

STRONG PROCESSING
FUMES/ODOR ALL DAY &
OCCURING NOW THERE
WASNO YARD ACTIVITY
OR WORKERS ON SITE
ALOS NO UNUSUAL
ODOR AT THE SITES
PERIMETER

GENERAL IRON INC
EXPLOSION DURING DAY
TIME USUALLY OCCURS
IN DAY VERY LOUD
OWNERS ALSO STATED
THAT NO SHRAPNEL HAS
DISCHARGED OFF OF
SITE FROM THE
SHREDDER

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET
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HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT



Noise
Complaint

Air Pollution
Work Order

Noise
Complaint

Other

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

1909 N 4
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 9
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

—_

4

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

—_

1

1909 N 9
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 9
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

07/25/1997

06/26/1997

05/12/1997

04/14/1997

02/18/1997

12/19/1996

GENERAL IRON

NOISE & ATMOSPHERIC
POLLUTION STARTS AT
5:30 AM UNTIL 7:45 PM
NORMAL OPERATION
WAS UNDERWAY
ATMOS PHERIC
POLLTION & NOISE
PROBLEMS ARE BEING
LITIGAT

GENERAL IRON

FUMES ARE CHOKING
NEIGHBORS ALSO
CRUSHING METAL
(WHITE) WITH LEAD
PAINT IINSPECTED
AREA WHERE ALL
CRUSHING OCCURSI
DISCOVERED NO
EVIDENCE FUMES
GENERAL IRON

VERY LOUD EXPLOISION
AT ABOVE LOCTAION
SHOOK COMPL BLDG
‘WICH CAUSED CRACKS
I ASKED LABKON ABOUT
EXPLOSION HE SAY HE
HEARD A SMALL
EXPLOSION

GENERAL IRON
EXPLOSION AT
RECYCLING FACILITY
THE FIRE ALLEDGED
CAUSED DAMAGE TO
PROCESSING BELTING
MACHINE SECTNS OF
SAME WERE BEING
REPAIRED DURING THIS
VISIT

GENERAL IRON

LOUD EXPLOSION NOT
KNOWN WHERE
COMING FROM SHAKES
ENTIRE BLDG
EXPLOSION OCCURED
AT 10:00 AM ON MON
2/17/97 A PROPANE
CYLINDER OF COURSE
GENERAL IRON

LOUD EXPLOSION AT
THE ABOVE ADDRESS
EXPLOSION OCCURED
AT 8:54 AM TODAY A

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET
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OF
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HISTORIC DEPT
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ENVIRONMENT
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OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT



Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Tllegal
Dumping
Work Order

Air Pollution
Work Order

Noise
Complaint

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N
CLIFTON
AVE,
CHICAGO,
IL

9

4

4

22

22

16

35

11/18/1996

11/06/1996

09/09/1996

05/13/1996

11/13/1995

04/19/1995

03/23/1995

PROPANE CYLINDER
TANK

GENERAL IRON

VERY LOUD EXPLOISION
I MET WITH OWNERS
SPOUSE WHO INFORMED
ME THE EXPLOSION
OCCURRED YESTERDAY
MORNING AT 10:01 AM
SHE CLAIMS THEY ARE
DOING

GENERAL IRON

LOUD EXPLOSION
OCCURRED AT 7:50 AM
THEY DO NOT KNOW
HOW A CYLINDER
COULD HAVE GOTTEN
THROUGH PROCEDURES
BUT SPECULATE INSIDE
A REFRIGERATOR
GENERAL IRON

VERY LARGE EXPLOSION
EXPERIENCED FROM THE
DIRECTN OF GENERAL
IRON APPARANELTY
HAS INSTALLED A WIRE
MESH BARRIER ON THE
PRIMARY SHREDDER TO
CAPTURE

GENERAL IRON

LOUD EXPLOSION
OCCURRED AT 7:15 AM
FROM THE SCRAP
OPERATION

GENERAL IRON

AIR CONDITIONING
UNITS HAVE BEEN
DUMPED NEAR THE
CHICAGO RIVER
GENERAL IRON
CORPORATION

GENERAL IRON
VERY LOUD EXPLOSION
NOISE

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET
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HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT

HISTORIC DEPT
OF
ENVIRONMENT



Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Toxics
Hazardous
Materials
Work Order

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

1909 N 16 | 01/05/1995
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 35 | 11/03/1994
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 11 | 10/27/1994
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 35 | 10/05/1994
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 11 | 04/14/1994
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 11 | 04/05/1994
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 11 04/04/1994
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 11 03/29/1994
CLIFTON

AVE,

GENERAL IRON
VERY LOUD EXPLOSION
RE-INSPECTION NEEDED

GENERAL IRON

LOUD NOISE AND
VIBRATING HOUSE WITH
EXPLOSIONS

GENERAL IRON

GENERAL IRON
LOADING & UNLOADING
CAUSING VERY LOUD
NOISE

GENERAL IRON

CA 920-746 COURT DATE
6/2/94 FOR NOISE
GENERAL IRON

GENERAL IRON
GENERAL IRON

GENERAL IRON

CA 920-746 COURT DATE
6/2/94 FOR NOISE &
VIBRATION FROM
GENERAL IRON CORP
GENERAL IRON

TAKE NOISE
MEASUREMENTSS VERY

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET
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Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

Noise
Complaint

CHICAGO,
IL

1909 N 28 | 03/25/1994
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 25 10/06/1993
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

1909 N 15 | 05/27/1993
CLIFTON

AVE,

CHICAGO,

IL

LOUD NOISE FROM
MACHINERY GENERAL
IRON CO

GENERAL IRON

NOISE TAKING READING
L KELLY & T
PRUDINSKY GENERAL
IRON

CA 920-615 COURT DATE
12/9/93 FOR SMOKE AND
VIBRATION

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

EXPLOSION LIKE A BOMB A MORE INFORMATION MAY BE AVAILABLE IN THE CDPH ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS DATASET

IS GOING ON AN
CAUSING WINDOW TO
SHAKE VERY LOUD
NOISE
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Appendix B

CDPH Environmental Inspections, 1909 N Clifton Ave

Information in this Appendix is taken from: https://data.cityofchicago.org/Environment-Sustainable-

Development/CDPH-Environmental-Inspections/i9rk-duva/data
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Appendix C

CDPH Environmental Enforcement, 1909 N Clifton Ave

Information in this Appendix is taken from: https://data.cityofchicago.org/Environment-Sustainable-

Development/CDPH-Environmental-Enforcement/ygn4-3th2/data
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Appendix D

RMG/General Iron OSHA Inspections

Information in this Appendix is taken from: https://www.osha.gov/pls/imis/establishment.html
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Appendix E

CDPH Environmental Inspections, 11600 S Burley Ave

Information in this Appendix is taken from: https://data.cityofchicago.org/Environment-Sustainable-

Development/CDPH-Environmental-Inspections/i9rk-duva/data























































































































































































































































































From: Dolores G Angeles |

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 4:56 PM

To: envcomments

Cc: Nancy Loeb; Logan Crossley; Anna Busch; Dave Graham; Megan Cunningham; Jennifer Hesse; Mort
Ames; Daniel Lurie; Candace Moore; Angela Tovar

Subject: RE: Public Comment on the Large Recycling Facility Application of General Ill, LLC (d/b/a Southside
Recycling)

Attachments: Comment of SSCBP on GIIIRMG permit application 1-29-21.pdf

To: City of Chicago
Chicago Department of Public Health

Please see the attached Comment sent on behalf of the Southeast Side Coalition to Ban Petcoke (SSCBP) to comment on
the application of General lll, LLC for a Large Recycling Facility permit to operate a large recycling facility at 11600 S.
Burley Avenue.

Should you have any problems opening the attached letter, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thank you, Dolores

Dolores Angeles

Northwestern Pritzker School of Law
Bluhm Legal Clinic, Rubloff 800

375 E. Chicago Avenue / Chicago, IL 60611
312-503-3056 / Fax: 312-503-8977
d-angeles@law.northwestern.edu




Northwe Stern Bluhm Legal Clinic

375 East Chicago Avenue
PRITZKER SCHOOL OF LAW Chicago, Illinois 60611-3069

legalclinic@law.northwestern.edu
Office 312. 503. 8576

Fax 312. 503. 8977
www.law.northwestern.edu

January 29, 2021

City of Chicago
Chicago Department of Public Health

Re: Public Comment on the Large Recycling Facility Application of General 111, LLC
(d/b/a Southside Recycling)

Submitted via e-mail to: envcomments@cityofchicago.org

We write on behalf of the Southeast Side Coalition to Ban Petcoke (SSCBP) to comment on the
application of General III, LLC (d/b/a Southside Recycling) (hereinafter GIII/RMG) for a Large
Recycling Facility permit to operate a large recycling facility at 11600 S. Burley Avenue. This
comment is also supported by the Southeast Environmental Task Force (SETF), People for
Community Recovery (PCR) and the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC). This comment
focuses on GIII/RMG’s claim that the layout drawings for its ferrous and non-ferrous material
processing systems are proprietary information that GIII/RMG may choose not to disclose to
CDPH and the public. That claim is wrong and CDPH must not grant a permit to GIII/RMG
without being given full access to this information. Likewise, this information is critical to the
public’s ability to comment on the permit application and CDPH must deny GIII/RMG’s
proprietary information claim in order to afford the public an opportunity to comment
meaningfully.

The CDPH Rules for Large Recycling Facilities (the “Large Recycling Rules”) require that an
applicant provide an “Air Study” evaluating emissions and air dispersion at the facility. The Air
Study ““shall evaluate airborne emissions from each Point Source and Fugitive Source [and] PM10
emissions that may be generated at the Facility from sources such as, but not limited to,
Processing equipment . . . .”! The materials submitted by GIII/RMG in its November 11, 2021,
permit application were not sufficiently detailed to satisfy the requirements for an Air Study.
CDPH therefore called out this deficiency in Item 17 of the Letter of Deficiency sent to GIII/RMG
on December 23, 2020 (the “Deficiency Letter”), and instructed GIII/RMG, pursuant to 3.9.21.1
of the Large Recycling Rules, to provide “the layout drawings for the ferrous material and non-

1§ 3.9.21.1 Rules for Large Recycling Facilities, CDPH (June 19, 2020). Available at:
https://www.chicago.gov/content/dam/city/depts/cdph/InspectionsandPermitting/CDPH-Rules-for-LargeRecycling-
Facility Effective.6 5 20-Corrected-June.19.2020.pdf.
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ferrous material processing systems.”? Rather than providing the needed layout drawings,
GIII/RMG claimed that the relevant systems are “proprietary and contain information critical to
the ongoing sustainability of the business.”® With no support—and ignoring the need for the
drawings in order for CDPH (and the public) to assess the information and data included in the Air
Study—GIII/RMG simply asserts that the processing and recycling rates of the systems reflected
in the drawings are “unmatched in the industry,” and GIII/RMG may therefore choose not to
produce the drawings. This response is absurd and, if credited, would allow any business to
ignore CDPH rules and preclude full CDPH review of the health and environmental effects of a
proposed recycling facility any time an applicant chose to withhold information.

For the following reasons, as a matter of both law and policy, GIII/RMG cannot refuse to provide
layout drawings to CDPH, and CDPH in turn cannot keep those drawings from being publicly
disclosed, on the mere basis of GIII/RMG’s assertion that the layout drawings are “proprietary.”

I. There is no legal basis for RMG/GIII to withhold information or drawings from
CDPH.

CDPH is charged by the City of Chicago with a critical role in furtherance of important public
interests. Chapters 2-112 and 11-4 of the Municipal Code give the Department of Health the duty
to enforce environmental rules and protect the public health and safety of the citizens of Chicago.
Pursuant to the fully authorized and properly adopted Large Recycling Rules, CDPH seeks to
fulfill its duty by collecting information necessary to evaluate the public health implications of
GIII/RMG’s proposed facility. GIII/RMG cites no legal basis for withholding the drawings
needed by CDPH for its review of the permit application—and cannot.

The Deficiency Letter is clear. CDPH requires the drawings in order to assess the required Air
Study. Moreover, and shockingly, (and as noted in the Deficiency Letter) GIII/RMG actually
provided these drawings in an unredacted form to Illinois EPA as part of GIII/RMG’s construction
permit application filed with IEPA. The Large Recycling Rules directly address this point:
“Documentation submitted to other regulatory agencies, such as EPA, IEPA . . . relating to the
construction or operation of a . . . Recycling Facility . . . must be included in the application . . . .”
Large Recycling Rules, paragraph 3 (emphasis added). Further, “Pursuant to 11-4-310 of the
Code, the Applicant may request the Department to treat with confidentiality any information the

2 Letter from CDPH to Hal Tolin, Subject: Class IVB Large Recycling Facility Application
Deficiency Letter and Request for Additional Information (December 23, 2020). Available at:
https://www.chicago.gov/content/dam/city/sites/rgm-expansion/documents/General-I111-Deficiency-Letter.pdf.

3 Response to December 23, 2020 Request for Additional Information for a Class IVB Large Recycling Facility
Permit Application located at 11600 S. Burley Avenue, Chicago, Illinois (hereinafter GIII/RMG Response),
Addendum 1 at page 13.
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Applicant deems a Trade Secret or containing Confidential Business Information.” Id. (emphasis
added). Nothing in the Large Recycling Rules allows GIII/RMG on its own to declare a document
“proprietary information” and withhold it from CDPH.

Furthermore, CDPH’s instruction to provide the drawings is not only within its regulatory bounds
but is essential to evaluating the Air Study—a key component to assessing potential health and
environmental harms from the GIII/RMG facility.* As NRDC explains in separate technical
comments being submitted, and which SSCBP adopts herein:

“With respect to the technical need for these drawings, the applicant claims that ‘any
and all information regarding environmental impacts of the ferrous and nonferrous material
processing systems’ are presented through provision of various other information.
However, none of these items provide confirmation of the maximum capacity/processing
rate of the systems on an hourly, daily, or other basis, which as discussed in these
comments is not disclosed elsewhere in the application either. Because the maximum
capacity/processing rate on an hourly and daily basis is necessary for ensuring protection
of short-term air quality, the applicant must provide the layout drawings as part of its
application. We also reiterate our prior comment that diagrams of the shredder and
shredder enclosure are necessary to verify the expected capture efficiency.” (Internal
footnote omitted).

In short, there is no legal basis for GIII/RMG to withhold the drawings from CDPH, and, because
the drawings are necessary for CDPH’s evaluation of the permit application, the resubmitted
permit application is incomplete and CDPH cannot issue a Large Recycling Facility Permit to
GIII/RMG based on the current application.

I1. Public disclosure is the presumption where the information requested by CDPH
relates to the public interest and must be made available to the public for comment.

Illinois Law broadly favors public disclosure of any information obtained by state or local
government agencies.” In passing the Illinois Freedom of Information Act, the Illinois legislature
identified the presumption of disclosure as “necessary to enable the people to fulfill their duties of
discussing public issues fully and freely, making informed political judgments and monitoring

4 GIII/RMG’s response suggests it believes that other materials provided in the original application collectively meet
the requirements of the Air Study. Presumably, if CDPH agreed that the previously submitted materials were
sufficient, it would not have instructed GIII/RMG to provide the unredacted drawings.

35 1ILCS § 140/1.
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government to ensure that it is being conducted in the public interest.”® CDPH’s powers and
duties under the Chicago Municipal Code involve matters of immense importance to public health
and safety and the environment. The public interest at stake is explicitly recognized in the text of
the Code and is implicitly the rationale behind the notice and comment period that accompanies
CDPH’s review of a permit application under the Large Recycling Rules. In order for members of
the public to comment meaningfully on the materials submitted to CDPH, those materials must be
complete, thorough, and publicly available.

III. GIII/RMG has not provided sufficient evidence to support its claim that the layout
drawings are exempted from disclosure as Confidential Business Information (CBI).

Although the Freedom of Information Act favors disclosure, the Act exempts some narrow
categories, recognizing that there may be types of information that a party has an overwhelming
interest in keeping from the public.” One of the exempt categories is “trade secrets” and business
information that is “proprietary, privileged or confidential.”® The burden of proving that the
information is “confidential,” and therefore covered by the exemption, lies with the party claiming
the exemption.’

To meet the burden for a CBI Exemption from disclosure, GIII/RMG must show that disclosing
the information “would cause competitive harm.”'® GIII/RMG has not offered any evidence to
establish that the disclosure would cause harm, nor any information that would establish the
following: GIII/RMG’s competitors, the nature of the harm, the likelihood of the harm, or the
severity of the harm. As the Illinois Attorney General’s office noted in a binding opinion
regarding a FOIA CBI exemption in the context of a CBI claim made to CDPH, “bare assertions
without a detailed rationale” do not satisfy the burden of proof for a disclosure exemption. '

6 1d.
75 ILCS § 140/7.
85 ILCS § 140/7(1)(g).

5 ILCS § 140/1.2. The standard of proof is “clear and convincing evidence.” Note that this provision applies on its
face to “a public body” that asserts that a record is exempt, and CDPH has made no such assertion regarding the
layout drawings. But because GIII/RMG’s claim of confidential protection of proprietary information would be
animated by Section 3 of the CDPH Large Recycling Rules, the analysis treats GIII/RMG’s claim in its response
functionally as a claim for a FOIA exemption.

105 [LCS § 140/7(1)(g).

1 Office of the Attorney General, Public Access Opinion 19-007, 2019 PAC 58468 (23 Sept. 2019). See Rockford
Police Benevolent and Protective Ass' n, Unit No. 6 v. Morrissey, 398 I1l. App. 3d 145, 151 (2d Dist. 2010) (citing
Illinois Education Ass'n v. Illinois State Board of Education, 204 I11. 2d 456, 464 (2003)).
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Further undermining GIII/RMG’s claim of exempted confidential information is the fact that
GIII/RMG previously submitted the unredacted drawings to the Illinois EPA for permit approval
regarding the same facility and the same equipment. GIII/RMG’s response to CDPH’s request
ignores the requirement under the Large Recycling Rules that such information must be provide to
CDPH. Further, not only does GIII/RMG provide no reasoning to distinguish IEPA from CDPH
with respect to the agencies’ authority or ability to review confidential information, but the very
same FOIA logic outlined above would apply equally to the unredacted materials already
submitted to IEPA. In other words, a FOIA request to IEPA for the unredacted drawings would
allow the requesting party to access the information unless GIII/RMG met the requirements for a
CBI Exemption. GII/RMG’s lack of a detailed rationale about the supposed competitive harm
makes the CBI Exemption inapplicable to the layout drawings.

Accordingly, GIII/RMG must provide the layout drawings to CDPH and CDPH must then make
the drawings available to the public in order for the public to comment meaningfully on the Air
Study and potential emissions.

IV. Even if the layout drawings would qualify for a CBI Exemption from public
disclosure, GIII/RMG must provide information in some form that will enable the public
meaningfully to comment.

As described above and in the separately submitted NRDC comment, the layout drawings are
critical to the ability of the public to comment on the adequacy of the Air Study and the dangers
posed by potential air emissions from the GIII/RMG facility. Without the layout drawings—or the
submission of additional information by GIII/RMG—it is not possible for the public to determine
the maximum capacity/processing rate of the systems on an hourly, daily, or other basis. That
information is necessary for ensuring protection of short-term air quality. At a minimum, that
information must be provided in order for the application to be considered complete or for a
permit to be granted.

* ok ock sk

In conclusion, GIII/RMG cannot simply make an abbreviated claim that the layout
drawings are “proprietary information” and thereby withhold them from CDPH or the
public. The drawings are necessary for a meaningful evaluation of the application by
CDPH, and the permit application cannot be considered complete until they are provided.
Further, without a showing by GIII/RMG that public disclosure of the information would
cause harm to GIII/RMG’s business, the drawings are not exempt from public disclosure.
Following its own standards under the Large Recycling Rules, CDPH must not grant
GIII/RMG’s permit until GIII/RMG provides all the information necessary to evaluate the
Air Study.
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From: Geertsma, Meleah

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 5:05 PM

To: envcomments

Cc: Dave Graham; Jennifer Hesse; Mort Ames; Angela Tovar; Megan Cunningham; Daniel Lurie; Candace
Moore

Subject: NRDC comment on revised application for General Ill, dba Southside Recycling

Attachments: FINAL NRDC supp comments on Glll revised application 1.29.2020.pdf

Please see attached additional comments submitted by NRDC and supported by our partners, SETF and the
Coalition to Ban Petcoke, on the revised application of General lll, dba Southside Recycling, for a recycling
permit from CDPH. As noted in the text, these comments are in addition to the comments we previously
submitted on January 14. It appears from our review that the revised application largely fails to address the
inadequacies flagged in those prior comments.

| will also be submitting a separate email with files for the two exhibits - IEPA's 2019 and 2018 air quality
reports - attached, to avoid any issues with file sizes inhibiting receipt.

Finally, as noted in the comments, NRDC's review and comments were hindered by the inadequate two-week
comment period on the over 1,000-page revised application.

Sincerely,
Meleah Geertsma

MELEAH GEERTSMA
Senior Attorney, Environmental Justice

NATURAL RESOURCES
DEFENSE COUNCIL

20 N. WACKER DRIVE, SUITE 1600
CHICAGO, IL 60606
T 312.651.7904

F312.332.1908
mgeertsma@NRDC.ORG
NRDC.ORG

Please save paper.
Think before printing.



January 29, 2021

Chicago Department of Public Health
333 S. State St., Room 200

Chicago, IL 60604

Submitted Via Email To: envcomments(@cityofchicago.org

Re:  Revised Large Recycling Facility Permit Application, General I11, LLC (d/b/a
Southside Recycling), 11554 S. Avenue O — Chicago, Illinois

To the Chicago Department of Public Health:

The Natural Resources Defense Council (“NRDC”) writes to oppose the permitting of yet
another heavy industrial facility — in this case of a metal shredding operation relocating from the
well-off, White Lincoln Park community that has ejected it — in Chicago’s Southeast Side
environmental justice community. This opposition is based on a long list of omissions, gaps and
other deficiencies in Reserve Management Group’s (“RMG”) revised application, dated January
13, 2021, for a recycling permit from the Chicago Department of Public Health (“CDPH”) for
the proposed General III (d.b.a. Southside Recycling) facility at 11600 S. Burley (“General I1I”).
These comments are supported by our partners the Southeast Environmental Task Force
(“SETF”) and the Southeast Side Coalition to Ban Petcoke (“Coalition’), who are submitting
additional application comments that NRDC supports and incorporates by reference as well. We
previously submitted and supported comments on the shortcomings of the prior November
application for General III; the present comments are in addition to our prior comments, which
we incorporate by reference and which were largely unaddressed by the January revised
application.

As discussed in more detail below, this area is facing increasing levels of harmful heavy metals
already, without the proposed new massive metal shredding and recycling operation. Moreover,
the disclosed scale of the proposed General III continues to grow with every new submission: the
revised application contains information strongly suggesting that the facility is designed to
process far and away more material than is currently allowed under its air permit from the
[llinois EPA. And yet the application continues to fail in numerous ways to describe and assess
the full extent of the project and the expected impact of such an operation on health and the
environment, most notably in its ongoing failure to ensure protection of short-term air quality.
For these and other reasons discussed in these comments, the application is incomplete and
CDPH cannot issue a permit unless and until the deficiencies are corrected, and the applicant
demonstrates that it will not pose a threat to the Southeast Side’s health and environment. As in
our prior comments, we raise issues that overlap with/relate to items in CDPH’s December
deficiency letter using the paragraph numbers in that letter.



Finally, we also note the very short time period that we and other members of the public had to
review and comment on the 1,000+ page revised application. Two weeks is inadequate for
meaningful public comment on such a lengthy and technical piece. Given the amount of new
material contained in this application, CDPH should have granted at least a full 30-day comment
period on the revised application. The applicant should not benefit from submitting a wholly
inadequate application in the first instance.

The issues we were able to identify within the two-week period are as follows; given the short
period for comment, the absence of comment on any particular issue should not be read as
agreement that the application is complete and sufficient on such issue.

RMG Recyclers, Increase in Metals at Washington High School Monitor. In our January 14
and other prior comments, we expressed deep concerns about the four to five other operations at
the proposed site for General 111, including that they have been operating without required
permits and with evidence and findings of environmental violations, and that they in fact
constitute a single recycling facility in combination with the proposed General I1I. We raise
additional concerns here that these recyclers may be contributing to increasing levels of metals
registered at the Washington High School monitor since approximately 2018. Specifically, the
annual mean values for lead, chromium and nickel have gone up linearly from 2018 to 2020,
while manganese has also increased overall from 2018 to 2020, according to data reported on
U.S. EPA’s Air Data site.! Indeed, the annual mean values for lead, chromium and nickel
doubled or nearly doubled during this three-year period.

Year Chromium (ng/m3) | Lead (ng/m3) | Manganese (ng/m3) | Nickel (ng/m3)
2020 13.7 13.74 54.25 6.47
2019 11.48 9.38 44.95 4.25
2018 6.75 7.8 47 3.7
2017 5.31 14 70.08 3.45
2016 4.65 11.1 68.34 2.9
2015 4.12 19.07 121.56 3.43
2014 15.86 29.22 102.71 3.37

This trend is despite the 2020 pandemic, which has disrupted other sources of air pollution, as
well as the recent U.S. EPA settlement with nearby American Zinc Recycling, historically one of

! The U.S. EPA data can be obtained at https://www.epa.gov/outdoor-air-quality-data. Also as noted in our prior
comments to the Illinois EPA and CDPH, including during CDPH’s rulemaking on large recycling facilities, the
RMG recyclers were identified by U.S. EPA as sources of these metals impacting local air quality in its 2015 Xact
study. We also note that the cadmium levels at the Washington High School monitor for this period appear to have
been significantly impacted by exceptionally high emissions from Whiting Metals in Indiana, so are not reported
here. However, prior to 2016, cadmium levels at the monitor also decreased in 2014 and 2015 relative to historic
levels and show a significant increase in 2020 relative to 2014/2015.
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the largest (inventoried) sources of hazardous air pollutants in the area.? Moreover, given the
timing of the increases, it appears to be reversing the gains in air quality achieved due in part to
significant enforcement work by U.S. EPA and CDPH’s dust regulations in 2014 and 2015. And
though we cannot at this time directly attribute the increases in part or in whole to the RMG
operators, the timing also appears to coincide with efforts at 11600 S. Burley related to the
proposed General III. Regardless, the increasing levels of metals at this monitor — which already
are the highest levels of several metals in the state, including cadmium and chromium in 20193
and additional metals in 2018, rivaled only by the heavily industrialized Granite City — is deeply
disturbing.

As part of this proceeding, CDPH must fully investigate whether activity at the RMG recyclers is
causing or contributing to increasing levels of metals at the Washington High School monitor.
This investigation is a necessary part of its assessment of whether the RMG recyclers have
expanded or will expand in conjunction with the proposed addition of General III and/or whether
the RMG recyclers are part of one recycling facility for purposes of the permit requirement, as
well as whether the RMG recyclers are currently operating in compliance with all environmental
requirements, including the prohibitions on nuisance and open dumping. Even if the RMG
recyclers are wholly separate recycling facilities that are not increasing their capacity above the
expansion threshold with the proposed addition of General I1I, the increasing level of metals at
the Washington High School monitor must be taken into account by both the applicant and
CDPH in determining whether to permit another massive metals operation in this already over-
burdened community, including as part of the civil rights/environmental justice review addressed
in our prior comments.

Significant Difference in Feedstock at General III compared to General Iron Lincoln Park.
At various points in the revised application, the applicant discusses expected changes in the
feedstock at the proposed facility compared to the General Iron Lincoln Park facility.
Specifically, peddler traffic is expected to decrease substantially, resulting in, e.g., a 20%
reduction in appliances relative to historic amounts at General Iron Lincoln Park.’ At the same
time, the facility is projecting a significant increase in overall volume of material process
compared to the General Iron Lincoln Park facility (roughly to its permitted 1.2 million tons per
year from 750,000 tons at General Iron Lincoln Park, an increase of 60%).

Because of these expected changes and because the feedstock is directly related to facility
emissions and auto shredder residue (“ASR”) generation/composition, the applicant must

2U.S. EPA, News Release, “EPA Settlement with American Zinc Recycling to Reduce Air Pollution in Chicago,”
available at https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-settlement-american-zinc-recycling-reduce-air-pollution-
chicago.

3 Ex. 1, Illinois EPA, Illinois Air Quality Report 2019, available at https://www2.illinois.gov/epa/topics/air-
quality/air-quality-reports/Documents/2019Annual AirQualityReportFinal.pdf, at p20.

4 Ex. 2, Illinois EPA, Illinois Air Quality Report 2018, available at https://www?2.illinois.gov/epa/topics/air-
quality/air-quality-reports/Documents/2018%20Annual%20Air%20Quality%20Report%20Final.pdf, at p20.

5 Addendum 1, Attachment O (overall pdf826).




provide a detailed explanation of the expected composition of its feedstock at the proposed
General I1I, for categories including appliances, passenger and other types of vehicles,
construction & demolition waste metals, etc. To the extent that the feedstock will differ
substantially from that at General Iron Lincoln Park — which it appears from the revised
application is the case — the applicant must revise all calculations and other analyses in its
application that rely/are based on the feedstock at General Iron Lincoln Park, including but not
limited to all emission calculations and air quality modeling, all estimates of ASR/fluff
composition and volume generation, and assessment of the sufficiency of ASR/fluff storage
capacity, or explain in detail why the difference in feedstock will not significantly change the
results.

Item 3: Pavement. The applicant vaguely asserts that “concrete is not suitable” in several areas
because processes conducted in those areas would destroy the concrete very quickly.® The
applicant’s response is inadequate/incomplete because it provides no details on or engineering
analysis of the thickness of concrete relative to its durability for the processes at issue or
discussion of whether addition of other surface materials on top of the concrete, like rubber,
might create a more durable surface less prone to dust and soil contamination with metallic and
other fines than gravel.

Item 6: Handling Capacity, Process Rates (related to Item 19; see also Item 17). The
applicant continues to fail to provide its maximum hourly and daily capacity/process rates, which
as we explained in our January 14 comments are necessary for ensuring protection of short-term
air quality. Specifically, the application simply states that the proposed General III’s shredding
system “is capable of processing 500 tons per hour or more” (emphasis added).” Elsewhere in the
application, the applicant asserts that General III’s processing rates “are unmatched in the
industry,” creating significant concerns that the actual maximum capacity is significantly greater
than 500 tons per hour.® Another indicator of max capacity referenced in the application is found
in Attachment M, the Truck Stacking Plan, which states that “[t]he estimated peak traffic is 600
tons/hour or 40 trucks/hour.” (We note that the Truck Stacking Plan also supports the
interdependence of the several operations at the site that we have addressed elsewhere in our

¢ Addendum 1, at p2 of 24.

7 Addendum 1, at p4 of 24. We note that the applicant calculates a purported “daily rate” reflecting the “peak daily
quantity of material... accepted and processed at the Facility.” See Addendum 1, at p16 of 24. The applicant
calculated this figure, which it recognizes is NOT a daily limit imposed by any permit, by calculating back from the
monthly 100,000 tons allowed by the Illinois EPA permit. See id. Such a calculation should not be confused with the
facility’s own maximum short-term design capacity, or distract from the fact that the facility on a given peak day
can and likely will operate at a much greater throughput, absent any enforceable limits on its hourly and/or daily
throughput.

8 See Addendum 1, at p13 of 24.

% In response to Item 19, the applicant characterizes the Truck Stacking Plan as describing a max unloading capacity
of 900 tons/hour. See Addendum 1, at p16 of 24. This discrepancy must be corrected. It is also unclear whether the
estimate of peak truck trips used in the February 2019 traffic study — which as we commented previously is out of
date and so unacceptable for the current permitting process — aligns with the estimates of peak truck trips in the
Truck Stacking Plan. Again, without clear, consistent estimates of maximum short-term capacity and estimates of
impacts that reflect such maximum capacity, the application is incomplete and a permit cannot issue.
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comments, as it states that “we estimate the private access road and property of our affiliated
company provide an outlet to stack 40 trucks in the unlikely event it was needed.”) Unless and
until the applicant provides its maximum hourly and daily capacities, and amends its modeling
demonstration to reflect these capacities, the application is incomplete and a permit cannot issue.

We note that the likelihood of the facility operating at its short-term design maximum capacity is
not mere conjecture or a far-off future possibility. Given the delay in obtaining its recycling
permit beyond the applicant’s expected December 2020 date, the applicant appears to be using
its newly acquired Windy City property and the 11600 S. Burley site to receive and stockpile
material that would have been processed by the proposed General III starting in January.
Assuming that such material is not being currently being processed by one of the other RMG
recycling operations at S. Burley, the proposed General I1I would presumably operate initially at
a high processing rate to move this stockpiled material quickly through its site.

We also note concern that such stockpiling may violate the prohibition on a New Facility
operating in advance of obtaining a permit, if the material is being stockpiled at the portion of
11600 S. Burley where General III would operate. If the material is being stockpiled on the
portions of the site operated by the other RMG recyclers, such activity is again evidence of the
inter-relatedness of these operations and grounds for requiring a single recycling permit for the
full campus. Finally, if the material is being held indefinitely at any location, such holding may
constitute illegal open dumping (in addition to being contrary to the Rules’ limitations on
duration of time that material may be staged or stored onsite). These issues regarding the
apparent stockpiling of backed up material must be resolved in this proceeding as part of
CDPH’s implementation of its 2020 and 2014 recycling rules, including as part of its mandatory
compliance history assessment under the 2014 Rules. The applicant, in turn, must provide
information sufficient to address the issues in its application. As it has provided no information
on this topic, the application is incomplete and a permit cannot issue.

Overall, the statements in the revised application about the massive capacity of the proposed
facility also raise serious concerns about the actual scale of this operation and that the applicant
will seek to increase its throughput beyond currently permitted limits in the future. In addition,
these statements bolster concerns, noted in our January 14 comments, that the applicant obtained
a decision from the Zoning Administrator allowing it to avoid the more strenuous Planned
Development review based on false representation of the project scale relative to the RMG
recyclers already operating at the site, again calling into question the validity of its zoning
approval.

Item 7: O&M Plan, Liquid and Solid Waste Generation (also Item 13). In its response to this
deficiency, the applicant discusses only “shredder fluff” and lubricating oil generated during
equipment maintenance. There is no discussion of material collected from the two baghouses that
will be employed, including the baghouse on the fines processing building, which may contain
significant amounts of metals. The applicant must provide information on the expected volume



and composition of material collected from the baghouse (a recognized waste stream under the
Rules!?), as well as methods for handling and disposing of that material. The same goes for
material collected from sweeping vehicles and any other similar wastes generated by the facility.

Item 8: Storage and Staging Areas. As described above, the change in feedstock between the
proposed General III and General Iron Lincoln Park facility renders the current calculations
related to ASR generation and adequacy of storage areas inadequate/invalid.

Also, it appears from the drawings in Attachment J that the South elevation view side on the
covered enclosures for post-process ASR is completely open. The applicant must explain in
detail how such a three-sided structure will “prevent” ASR handled near and stored in this
structure from becoming windborne, including during active operations moving ASR into and
out of the structure, as required by the Rules and to ensure that no open dumping of ASR will
occur.!! Similarly, the applicant must explain how its proposed structures for ASR that is
awaiting further processing in the non-ferrous processing system, including the three-walled bins
(which appear to be the referenced bins constructed of moveable concrete blocks), will
“minimize[ ] the emission of dust and ASR Fibers from becoming windborne” and not otherwise
constitute open dumping or cause a pubic nuisance.'?

Finally, in keeping with our comments on the lack of analysis of short-term maximum capacity
in the application, the applicant must provide additional analysis that its storage areas for ASR
are sufficient to handle short-term maximum quantities of ASR (e.g., hourly and daily amounts).

Item 11: Truck Stacking Plan. The Truck Stacking Plan provided by the applicant in
Attachment M describes room for truck stacking in several areas, including in the approach to
the inbound scales, in the unloading areas, and between the scales and unloading area. The
applicant must clarify whether these areas and such truck use of them were included in the
emission calculations and air quality modeling analysis. If they were not, the applicant must
revise the emission calculations and air quality modeling analysis to reflect such use, in
particular to ensure protection of short-term air quality. The Truck Stacking Plan must also
include measures to eliminate idling to protect air quality, and any stacking of trucks must be
taken into account in the diesel truck air quality analysis raised in our January 14 comments.

Item 15: Noise Monitoring Plan. The proposed noise monitoring plan in Attachment P
proposes using a single noise meter placed near the proposed PM10 monitor near the Northeast
corner of the “campus property.” The applicant should also include the proposed location of a
second monitor closer to the processing equipment for purposes of attributing any exceptional
noise events (such as from explosions) to the appropriate equipment, given the location within
close proximity of several other industrial operations.

10 See Rules at Section 2, Definitions, definition of “pollution control waste” includes “baghouse dust.”
' See Rules at Section 4.4.2.
12 See id.



We also note that while noise monitors placed near operations such as a metal shredder can act
as a compliance measure for hours of operation, monitoring of the amperes used by the shredder
blowers is an available, more direct method for ensuring that the facility does not exceed its
permitted hours of operation.

Item 17: Air Study

Layout Drawings. It appears that the applicant has refused to provide CDPH with the layout
drawings that it provided to IEPA, claiming confidential business information. A legal
response to this claim is being provided in separate comments submitted by the
Northwestern environmental law clinic. With respect to the technical need for these
drawings, the applicant claims that “any and all information regarding environmental
impacts of the ferrous and nonferrous material processing systems” are presented through
provision of various other information.'!*> However, none of these items provide confirmation
of the maximum capacity/processing rate of the systems on an hourly, daily, or other basis,
which as discussed in these comments is not disclosed elsewhere in the application either.
Because the maximum capacity/processing rate on an hourly and daily basis is necessary for
ensuring protection of short-term air quality, the applicant must provide the layout drawings
as part of its application. We also reiterate our prior comment that diagrams of the shredder
and shredder enclosure are necessary to verify the expected capture efficiency.

Unpaved Road Emissions. The applicant states that “... it was estimated that less than 5% of
the vehicle travel area would be unpaved and the unpaved areas would not be routinely
traveled. Due to the anticipated low usage of unpaved areas, unpaved road emissions were
not considered in the modeling but were included in the permit application for
completeness.” This omission of the unpaved road emissions from the air quality modeling
is another ground for invalidating that modeling. Even if the use of unpaved roads will not

be routine and constitute a relatively small percentage of vehicle use overall, such use must
be accounted for in the air quality modeling to ensure protection of short-term air quality.
Unpaved roads can be significant sources of PM10 emissions in the short-term. Given that it
appears unpaved areas will be used in cases where paved areas are insufficient to handle
materials/activities, i.e., when overall site operations are at their greatest, the unpaved road
emissions are likely on top of already relatively high total impacts. The applicant must
include the unpaved road emissions in its air quality modeling analysis, or it must eliminate
use of unpaved roads from its permitted operations under all scenarios.

PM10 Monitor Locations. The applicant continues to propose a single PM 10 monitor on the
East side of the facility, to be located a significant distance from the “RMG industrial

campus property boundaries” that the applicant considers to be the ambient air boundary for
the air quality analysis.!* There is no discussion of a monitor at the ambient air boundary, in

13 Addendum 1, at p13 of 24.
14 See Attachment V at V-13 and V-8.



particular near the entrance of the facility, along what appear to be public access roads and
adjacent industrial properties owned by other entities (which constitute ambient air for
purposes of the proposed General III). The applicant must revise its application to include
the proposed location of at least one PM 10 monitor at its Eastern ambient air boundary. (We
note that the application is also deficient with respect to placement of additional monitors
around the ambient air boundary due to the shifts in prevailing winds over the course of the
year. Requiring additional monitors can provide additional points for assessing baseline,
background PM10 relative to increases contributed by onsite operations, versus the overly
simplistic two monitor arrangement proposed by the applicant.)

Item 29: Vehicle Operation (see also Item 17 on unpaved roads). The applicant notes that
“each vehicle may be used for a variety of purposes” and that “the amount of time that each
front-end loader will spend performing each task will be constantly changing...”, and thus that
“[a]n operating plan for each vehicle to be used at the Facility is not appropriate since the
proposed vehicles merely serve as support equipment for recycling operations within the
Facility.”!> However, the vehicles are a source of emissions that must be properly estimated and
accounted for in the application, including in the air quality modeling demonstration, which in
turn must demonstrate protection of short-term air quality. The applicant did assume certain
operating parameters in its emission calculations for and modeling of vehicle-related emissions,
per Attachment R. Thus, the applicant must provide an operating plan as required by CDPH that
reflects these assumptions and ensures that the vehicles will not exceed the activity levels
assumed in the emission calculations and modeling demonstration (including for vehicle use on
unpaved roads).

Item 31: Waste Characterization. It appears from Attachment CC that the waste
characterization profile provided by the applicant involved a composite sample of three
individual samples that were in turn taken on a single day along with seven other individual
samples. If this is a correct understanding of the profile, the applicant must disclose any and all
sampling results obtained for the other seven samples from that day, specifically samples 1, 3, 5-
8 and 10, or if any of the samples were not analyzed, why not. The applicant must then discuss
whether those analyzed sample results, if such exist, are consistent with the results obtained in
the composite sample. In addition, the applicant must provide a detailed explanation of the
feedstock that produced the sampled General Iron ASR and explain whether or not that feedstock
is representative of the range of feedstock compositions and so ASR composition expected at the
proposed General III. To the extent that the single day, select-composite sample is not
representative of the range of ASR compositions expected at the proposed General 111, the
applicant must provide additional information and new analyses that accurately reflect/describe
the expected range of ASR composition/characterization at the proposed General II1.

15 See Addendum 1, at p20 of 24.



We also note that while the applicant states that General Iron Lincoln Park “voluntarily”
introduced a stabilization process for its ASR and that the proposed General III will “initially”
use stabilization material'®, the applicant provided no details on the type of stabilization or its
expected effectiveness in reducing the solubility of metals contained in the ASR. Nor did it
describe where in the overall processing at the proposed General III it will be applied. This
information is needed for purposes of properly characterizing the metals solubility of the ASR at
different stages in the handling process, given that the proposed containment and other controls
for ASR vary substantially from its creation to its leaving the facility.

Item 32: Fugitive Particulate Operating Program.

Spatial coverage of each Dust Boss. The applicant acknowledges that “the coverage of each
Dust Boss will vary due to the variability of wind speed and direction on a particular day

and time.” However, it provides no assessment of the impact of wind speed and direction on
expected Dust Boss efficacy beyond this vague statement. The applicant must assess
whether expected winds will impact the assumed dust control efficiency, taking into account
wind speed and direction. To the extent that such winds will reduce the Dust Boss control
efficiency below that assumed in the emission calculations and air quality modeling, the
applicant must revise both. The applicant must also discuss whether and how such Dust
Boss performance variation will ensure compliance with the Rules’ opacity standards.

Patrolling and cleaning adjacent areas for litter and ASR Fiber. The “Litter Control Plan”
provided in Attachment GG is wholly inadequate/incomplete. The applicant continues to
omit measures for patrolling to ensure that material is not landing to the west in the Calumet
River (a “public place” under the Rules) or on properties further west. In addition, there is
no description of the methods of detection or documentation that the inspectors will use to
enable determination of whether the facility is in compliance with its duties to prevent

airborne materials from escaping the facility and/or creating a nuisance or engaging in open
dumping. Nor does the plan include an objective, enforceable duration for clean-up, instead
subjectively saying that any litter or debris attributable to the Facility will be “promptly
removed” (the response protocol is similarly unenforceably vague). There is no plan for
inspecting adjacent industrial parcels, including the other RMG recyclers to the extent that
they are in fact separate recycling facilities under the Rules and/or the adjacent Northpoint.
Lastly, there is no objective distance for the proposed clean-up provided, so the applicant
must clarify whether it is proposing to clean the default minimum of % mile from the facility
boundary or some other metric. The applicant should provide a map of the site clearly
depicting areas within a quarter-mile of the facility (measuring from the facility boundary)
and explicitly discuss its plans for meeting the mandatory cleaning requirement within this
covered area (which includes the Calumet River and various surrounding private properties).

16 Addendum 1, at p21 of 24.



Given the proximity of the facility to Rowan Park and Washington High School, the
required plan should also encompass inspection and cleaning of these public amenities.

For these reasons and those set forth in our prior comments to CDPH, the January revised
application for the proposed General III is deficient and CDPH must deny a permit unless and
until the applicant can cure these additional deficiencies and demonstrate through the additional
information that the proposed General III facility (and/or the single recycling facility that
encompasses General III and the other RMG facilities) will operate without posing a threat of
harm to the health, safety and welfare of the residents and workers on the Southeast Side.

Sincerely,

/s/ Meleah Geertsma
Meleah Geertsma
Senior attorney, Environmental Justice

Natural Resources Defense Council
On behalf of NRDC

CC:

Dave Graham, CDPH

Megan Cunningham, CDPH
Jennifer Hesse, CDPH

Mort Ames, Law Dept.

Jeffrey Levine, Law Dept.
Daniel Lurie, Mayor’s Office
Angela Tovar, Mayor’s Office
Candace Moore, Mayor’s Office
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Executive Summary
. _____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|

This report presents a summary of air quality data collected throughout the State of Illinois during
calendar year 2019. Data is presented for the six criteria pollutants (those for which air quality
standards have been developed — particulate matter (PM1o and PM» 5), ozone, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen
dioxide, carbon monoxide, and lead — along with some heavy metals, volatile organic compounds and
toxic compounds. Monitoring was conducted at 64 different site locations collecting data from 145

nstruments.

In terms of the Air Quality Index (AQI) air quality during 2019 was either good or moderate 96% of
the time throughout Illinois. There were three days when air quality was considered unhealthy
(category red). This compares with seven unhealthy days in 2018. The unhealthy days were due to
elevated ozone concentrations in July and August. There were 13 days (12 for ozone and one for a
combination of fine particulates and ozone) when air quality in some part of Illinois was considered
Unhealthy for Sensitive Groups (category orange). This compares with 22 Unhealthy for Sensitive
Groups days reported in 2018. Air quality trends for most of the criteria pollutants are continuing to

show downward or stable trends below the level of the standards.

Stationary point source emission data has again been included. The data in the report reflects
information contained in Illinois EPA’s Integrated Comprehensive Environmental Management
System (ICEMAN) as of December 31, 2019. Emission estimates are for the calendar year 2019 and
are for the pollutants: particulate matter, volatile organic material, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides,
and carbon monoxide. Emission trends of these pollutants have been given for the years 1998 to the
present. Emissions reported with the Annual Emissions Report have been provided starting with 1998
and are currently available through 2018. There has been a trend toward decreasing emissions over

this time period.







Section 1: Air Pollutants — Sources, Health, and Welfare Effects

Ozone (O3)

Photochemical oxidants result from a complex
series of atmospheric reactions itiated by
sunlight. When reactive (non-methane)
hydrocarbons and nitrogen oxides accumulate
in the atmosphere and are exposed to the
ultraviolet component of sunlight, the
formation of new compounds, including ozone
and peroxyacetylnitrate, takes place.

Absorption of ultraviolet light energy by
nitrogen dioxide results in its dissociation mto
nitric oxide and an oxygen atom. The oxygen
atoms, for the most part, react with
atmospheric molecular oxygen (O2) to form
ozone (O3). In general, nitric oxide will react
with ozone to re-form nitrogen dioxide,
completing the cycle. A build-up of ozone
above the equilibrium concentration, which is
defined by the reaction cycle, results when
nitrogen oxide reacts with non-methane
hydrocarbons.  Oxygen atoms from the
hydrocarbon radical oxidize nitric oxide to
nitrogen dioxide without ozone being used up.
Thus, ozone concentrations are not depleted
and can build up quickly.

Ozone can also be formed naturally in the
atmosphere by electrical discharge and in the
stratosphere by solar radiation. The former
process 1s not capable of producing significant
urban concentrations of this pollutant;
however, there 1s some belief that incursion of
ozone from the stratosphere can contribute
significantly to elevated ground level
concentrations of ozone under certain
meteorological conditions.

Injury to vegetation is one of the earliest
manifestations of photochemical air pollution,
and sensitive plants are useful biological
indicators of this type of pollution. The visible
symptoms of photochemical oxidant produced
mjury to plants may be classified as:

*  Acute mjury, identified by cell collapse
with subsequent development of necrotic
patterns.

Chronic injury, identified by necrotic
patterns or with other pigmented
patterns.

—
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Physiological effects, identified by
growth alterations, reduced yields, and
changes in the quality of plant products.
The acute symptoms are generally
characteristic of a specific
photochemical oxidant, though chronic
mjury patterns are not. Ozone injury to
leaves 1s 1dentified as a stripling or
flecking. Adverse effects on sensitive
vegetation have been observed from
exposure to photochemical oxidant
concentrations of about 100 micrograms
per cubic meter (0.05 parts per million)
for 4 hours.

Adverse effects on materials (rubber products
and fabrics) from exposure to photochemical
oxidants have not been precisely quantified,
but have been observed at the levels presently
occurring in many urban atmospheres.

Ozone accelerates the aging of many materials,
resulting in rubber cracking, dye fading, and
paint erosion. These effects are linearly related
to the total dose of ozone and can occur at very
low levels, given long duration exposures.

Ozone is a pulmonary uritant that affects the
respiratory mucous membranes, other lung
tissues, and respiratory functions. Clinical and
epidemiological studies have demonstrated
that ozone impairs the normal mechanical
function of the lung, causing alterations in
respiration — the most characteristic of which
are shallow, rapid breathing and a decrease in
pulmonary compllance Exposure to ozone
results i clinical symptoms such as chest
tightness, coughing, and wheezing. Alterations
in airway resistance can occur, especially to
those with respiratory diseases (asthma,
bronchitis, emphysema). These effects may
occur in sensitive individuals, as well as in
healthy exercising persons, at short-term ozone
concentrations between 0.15 and 0.25 ppm.

Ozone exposure increases the sensitivity of the
lung to bronchoconstrictive agents such as
histamine, acetylcholine, and allergens, as well
as imncreasing the individual's susceptibility to
bacterial infection. Simultaneous exposure to
ozone and sulfur dioxide can produce larger
changes in pulmonary function than exposure
to either pollutant alone.

p—



Section 1: Air Pollutants — Sources, Health, and Welfare Effects

Peroxyacetylnitrate (PAN) is an eye irritant,
and its effects often occur in conjunction with
the effects of ozone.

Two  characteristics of ozone and
photochemical oxidant exposures should be
cited:
¢ Ozone itself is a primary cause of most
of the health effects reported in
toxicological and experimental human
studies and the evidence for attributing
many health effects to this substance
alone 1s very compelling.

Atmospheric photochemical substances
are known to produce health effects,
some of which are not attributable to
pure ozone but may be caused by other
photochemical substances n
combination with ozone.

Particulate Matter (PM)

Not all air pollutants are in the gaseous form.
Small solid particles and liquid droplets,
collectively called particulates or aerosols, are
also present in the air in great numbers and
may constitute a  pollution problem.
Particulates entering the atmosphere differ in
size and chemical composition. The effects of
particulates on health and welfare are directly
related to their size and chemical composition.

Particulate matter in the atmosphere consists of
solids, liquuds, and liquids-solids 1n
combination. Suspended  particulates
generally refer to particles less than 100
micrometers in diameter (human hair is
typically 100 micrometers thick). Particles
larger than 100 micrometers will settle out of
the air under the influence of gravity in a short
period of time.

Typical sources emitting particles into the
atmosphere are combustion of fossil fuels (ash
and soot), industrial processes (metals, fibers,
etc.), fugitive dust (wind and mechanical
erosion of local soil), and photochemically
produced particles (complex chain reactions
between sunlight and gaseous pollutants).
Combustion and photochemical products tend
to be smaller in size (less than 1 micrometer);

—
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fugitive dust and industrial products are
typically larger in size (greater than 1
micrometer).

Particles which cause the most health and
visibility difficulties are those less than 1.0
micrometer in size. These particles are also the
most difficult to reduce in numbers by the
various industrial removal techniques.
Rainfall accounts for the major removal of
these smaller particles from the air.

One of the major problems associated with
high concentrations of particulates 1is that the
interaction between the particles, sunlight, and
atmospheric moisture can potentially result in
the climatic effects and diminished visibility
(haze).  Particles play a key role in the
formation of clouds, and emissions of large
numbers of pamcles can, in some instances,
result in local increases in cloud formation and,
possibly, precipitation. Particles in the size
range of 0.1 to 1.0 micrometers are the most
efficient in scattering visible light (wave length
0.4 to 0.7 micrometers) thereby reducing
visibility.  Particles combined with high
humidity can result in the formation of haze
which can cause hazardous conditions for the
operation of motor vehicles and aircraft.

Particulate pollutants enter the human body by
way of the respiratory system and their most
immediate effects are upon this system. The
size of the particle determines its depth of
penetration into the respiratory system.
Particles over 5 micrometers are generally
deposited in the nose and throat. Those that do
penetrate deeper in the respiratory system to
the air ducts (bronchi) are often removed by
ciliary action. Particles ranging in size from
0.5 - 5.0 micrometers in diameter can be
deposited in the bronchi, with few reaching the
air sacs (alveoli). Most particles deposited in
the bronchi are removed by the cilia within
hours. Particles less than 0.5 micrometer in
diameter reach and may settle in the alveoli.
The removal of particles from the alveoli is
much less rapid and complete than from the
larger passages. Some of the particles retained
in the alveoli are absorbed into the blood.

Besides particulate size, the oxidation state,
chemical composition, concentration, and
length of time in the respiratory system

S/



Section 1: Air Pollutants — Sources, Health, and Welfare Effects

contribute to the health effects of particulates.

Particulates have been associated with
increased respiratory  diseases (asthma,
bronchitis, and emphysema), cardio-

pulmonary disease (heart attack), and cancer.

Plant surfaces and growth rates may be
adversely affected by particulate matter.
Particulate air pollution also causes a wide
range of damage to materials including
corrosion of metals and electrical equipment
and the soiling of textiles and buildings.

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)

Sulfur dioxide, (SOz) is an atmospheric
pollutant which results from combustion
processes (mainly burning of fossil fuels
containing sulfur compounds), refining of
petroleum, manufacture of sulfuric acid, and
smelting of ores containing sulfur. Reduction
of sulfur dioxide pollution levels can generally
be achieved through the use of low- sulfur
content fuels or the use of chemical sulfur
removal systems.

Once in the atmosphere, some sulfur dioxide
can be oxidized (either photochemically or in
the presence of a catalyst) to SOs; (sulfur
trioxide). In the presence of water vapor, SOs3
1s readily converted to sulfuric acid (H2SO4)
mist. Other basic oxides combine with SO3 to
form sulfate aerosols. Sulfuric acid droplets
and other sulfates are thought to account for
about 5 to 20 percent of the total suspended
particulate matter in urban air.  These
compounds can be transported large distances
and come back to earth as a major constituent
of acid precipitation. Many of the resultant
health problems attributed to SO, may be a
result of the oxidation of SO; to other
compounds.

The effects of SO> on health are irritation and
inflammation of tissue that it directly contacts.
Inhalation of SO> causes bronchial constriction
resulting in an increased resistance to air flow,
reduction of air volume, and an increase of
respiratory rate and heart rate.

SO, can exacerbate pre-existing respiratory
diseases (asthma, bronchitis, emphysema).
The enhancement (synergism) by particulate

—
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matter of the toxic response to SO> has been
observed under conditions which would
promote the conversion of SO; to HoSO4. The
degree of enhancement is related to the
concentration of particulate matter. A twofold
to threefold increase of the irritant response to
SO, is observed in the presence of particulate
matter capable of oxidizing SO; to H>SOa.

H>SO4 inhalation causes an increase in the
respiratory system's mucous secretions, which
reduces the system's ability to remove
particulates via mucociliary clearance. This
can result in an increased incidence of
respiratory infection.

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

The major source of carbon monoxide (CO) is
motor vehicles. The USEPA has kept under its
jurisdiction the regulation of emission control
equipment on new motor vehicles while the
State's responsibility for reducing excessive
ambient carbon monoxide levels is exercised
by developing transportation plans for
congested urban areas.

The toxic effects of high concentrations of CO
on the body are well known. Carbon monoxide
1s absorbed by the lungs and reacts with
hemoglobin (the oxygen-carrying molecule in
the blood) to form carboxyhemoglobin
(COHD). This reaction reduces the oxygen-
carrying capacity of blood because the affinity
of hemoglobin for CO is over 200 times that
for oxygen. The higher the percentage of
hemoglobin bound up in the form of
carboxyhemoglobin, the more serious is the
health effect.

The level of COHD in the blood is directly
related to the CO concentration of the inhaled
air. For a given ambient air CO concentration,
the COHD level in the blood will reach an
equilibrium concentration after a sufficient
time period. This equilibrium COHD level will
be maintained in the blood as long as the
ambient air CO level remains unchanged.
However, the COHb level will slowly change
in the same direction as the CO concentration
of the ambient air as a new equilibrium of CO
in the blood is established.

S/



Section 1: Air Pollutants — Sources, Health, and Welfare Effects

The lowest CO concentrations shown to
produce adverse health effects result in
aggravation of cardiovascular disease. Studies
demonstrate that these concentrations have
resulted in decreased exercise time before the
onset of pain in the chest and extremities of
individuals with heart or circulatory disease.
Slightly higher CO levels have been associated
with decreases in vigilance, the ability to
discriminate time intervals, and exercise
performance.

Evidence also exists indicating a possible
relationship between CO and heart attacks, the
development of cardiovascular disease, and
irregular fetal development.

Studies on the existing ambient levels of CO
do not indicate any adverse effects on
vegetation, materials, or other aspects of
human welfare.

Nitrogen Dioxide (NO»)

Nitrogen gas (N2) 1s an abundant and inert gas
which makes up almost 80 percent of the
Earth's atmosphere. In this form, it is harmless
to humans and essential to plant metabolism.
Due to its abundance in the air, it is a frequent
reactant in many combustion processes. When
combustion temperatures are extremely high,
as in the burning of coal, oil, natural gas, and
gasoline, atmospheric mtlogen gas may
combine with molecular oxygen (O2) to form
various oxides of nitrogen (NOx). Of these,
nitric oxide (NO) and nitrogen dioxide (NO3)
are the most important contributors to air
pollution; NOx generally is used to represent
these. Nitric oxide is a colorless and odorless
gas. It i1s the primary form of NOx resulting
from the combustion process. NOx contributes
to haze and visibility reduction. NOx 1s also
known to cause deterioration and fading of
certain fabrics and damage to vegetation.
Depending on concentration and extent of
exposure, plants may suffer leaf lesions and
reduced crop yield.

Sensitivity of plants to NOx depends on a
variety of factors including species, time of
day, light, stage of maturity, and the presence
or absence of other air pollutants such as sulfur
dioxide and ozone.

—
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There is a lack of strong evidence associating
health effects with most NOx compounds.
NOa», a secondary derivative of atmospheric
nitric oxide, however, has been clearly
established as exerting detrimental effects on
human health and welfare.

NO2> can cause eye uritation at concentrations
as low as 0.07 ppm. NO; can cause an increase
in airway resistance, an increase in respiratory
rate, an Increase In sensmVlty to
bronchoconstuctors, a decrease 1in lung
compliance, and an enhanced susceptibility to
respiratory infections. NO; is a deep lung
uritant capable of producing pulmonary edema
if inhaled in sufficient concentrations. When
NO; i1s inhaled in concentrations with other
pollutants, the effects are additive.

NOx may also react with water to form
corrosive nifric acids, a major component of
acid precipitation. Additionally, NOx and
various other pollutants (e.g., hydrocarbons)
may react in the presence of sunlight to product
photochemical oxidants.

Lead (Pb)

Historically, atmospheric lead came primarily
from combustion of leaded gasoline.
However, the use of unleaded gas since 1975
has reduced mobile source lead emissions by
over 90%. Currently stationary sources, such
as lead smelters, battery manufacturers, and
won and steel producers can contribute
significant amounts of lead to their immediate
vicinity.

Lead 1s a stable compound which persists and
accumulates both in the environment and in the
human body. Lead enters the human body
through ingestion and inhalation with
consequent absorption into the blood stream
and distribution to all body tissues. No safe
level of lead in the blood has been identified.
Clinical, epidemiological and toxicological
studies have demonstrated exposure to lead has
a broad range of health effects.

Since 1990, over 6,000 new health studies have
been conducted. These studies have shown that
children are the most susceptible to the

p—



























Section 3: Air Quality Index

Table 3: Air Quality Index Categories
AQI Values AQI Descriptor Colors
When the AQI is in this ...air quality conditions ...as symbolized by this
range: are: color:
51-100 Moderate Yellow

201 to 300 Very Unhealthy Purple

301 to 500 Hazardous Maroon

Table 4: Air Quality Index Health Concerns

Air Quality Index
Levels of Health
Concern

Numerical

value Meaning

Air quality is acceptable; however, for some pollutants there
Moderate may be a moderate health concern for a very small number of
people who are unusually sensitive to air pollution.

Health warnings of emergency conditions. The entire
population is more likely to be affected.

Very Unhealthy 201 to 300

Health alert: everyone may experience more serious health

Hazardous 301 to 500 effects.

22
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Appendix A: Air Sampling Network

State/Local Air Monitoring Station (SLAMS) Network - The SLAMS network is
designed to meet a minimum of four basis monitoring objectives:

a. To determine the highest concentrations expected to occur in the area covered by
the network.

b. To determine representative concentrations in areas of high population density.

c. To determine the air quality impact of significant sources or source categories.

d. To determine general background concentration levels.

National Air Monitoring Station (NAMS) Network - The NAMS network is a subset
of stations selected from the SLAMS network with emphasis given to urban and
multisource areas. The primary objectives of the NAMS network are:

a. To measure expected maximum concentrations.

b. To measure concentrations in areas where poor air quality is combined with high
population exposure.

C. To provide data useable for the determination of national trends.
d. To provide data necessary to allow the development of nationwide control
strategies.

Photochemical Assessment Monitoring Station (PAMS) Network - The PAMS
network is required in serious, severe, and extreme ozone nonattainment areas to obtain
detailed data for ozone, precursors (NOx and VOC), and meteorology. NOx and VOC
sampling is required for the period June - August each year. Ozone sampling occurs
during the ozone season, March - October. Network design is based on four monitoring
types. In Illinois, PAMS are required in the Chicago metropolitan area only.

a. Type 1 sites are located upwind of the nonattainment area and are located to measure
background levels of ozone and precursors coming into the area

b. Type 2 sites are located slightly downwind of the major source areas of ozone
precursors.

c. Type 3 sites are located at the area of maximum ozone concentrations.

d. Type 4 sites are located at the domain edge of the nonattainment area and measure
ozone and precursors leaving the area.

Special Purpose Monitoring Station (SPMS) Network - Any monitoring site that is not
a designated SLAMS or NAMS is considered a special purpose monitoring station.
Some of the SPMS network objectives are as follows:

a. To provide data as a supplement to stations used in developing local control
strategies, including enforcement actions.

36
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Appendix A: Air Sampling Network

b. To verify the maintenance of ambient standards in areas not covered by the
SLAMS/NAMS network.

c. To provide data on non-criteria pollutants.
National Core Station (NCore) Network - NCore 1s a multi-pollutant network that
integrates several advanced measurement systems. In Illinois, Northbrook and Bondville

are considered NCore sites. A few of the NCore network objectives are as follows:

a. Support for development of emission strategies and accountability of emission
strategy progress through tracking long-term trends of pollutants and their precursors.

b. Support of long-term health assessments that contribute to review of national
standards.

c. Support to scientific studies ranging across technological, health, and atmospheric
process disciplines.

d. Support to ecosystem assessments recognizing that national air quality networks
benefit ecosystems assessments.
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Appendix B: Air Quality Data Summary Tables

Air Quality Data Interpretation

In order to provide a uniform procedure for
determining whether a sufficient amount of
air quality data has been collected by a sensor
in a given time period (year, quarter, month,

day, etc.) to accurately represent air quality
during that time period, a minimum statistical
selection criteria was developed.

In order to calculate an annual average for
non-continuous parameters, a minimum of
75% of the data that was scheduled to be
collected must be available, 1.e., 45 samples
per year for an every-six-day schedule (total
possible of 60 or 61 samples). Additionally,
m order to have proper quarterly balance,
each site on an every sixth day schedule
should have at least 10 samples per calendar
quarter. This provides for a 20% balance in
each quarter if the minimum required annual
sampling 1s achieved.

PMio and PM> 5 samplers operate on one of
three sampling frequencies:

Every-day sampling (68 samples
required each quarter for 75% data
capture)
Every-third-day sampling (23 samples
required each quarter for 75% data
capture)
Every-six-day sampling (12 samples
required each quarter for 75% data
capture).

To calculate an annual PM;o or PM> 5 mean,
arithmetic means are calculated for each
quarter in which valid data is recorded in at
least 75% of the possible sampling periods.
The annual mean is then the arithmetic
average of the four quarterly means.

To determine an annual average for
continuous data 75% of the total possible
yearly observations are necessary, i.e., a
minimum of 6570 hours (75% of the hours
available) are needed. In order to provide a
balance between the respective quarters, each
quarter should have at least 1300 hours which
1s 20% of the 75% minimum annual
requirement. To calculate

—

47

quarterly averages at sites which do not meet
the annual criteria, 75% of the total possible
observations in a quarter are needed, 1.e., a
minimum of 1647 hours of 2200 hours
available. Monthly averages also require
75% of the total possible observations in a
month, 1e., 540 hours as a minimum.
Additionally, for short-term running averages
(24-hour, 8-hour, and 3-hour) 75% of the data
during the particular time period is needed,
1.e., 18 hours for a 24-hour average, six hours
for an 8-hour average and three hours for a 3-
hour average.

For ozone, a valid 8-hour average has at least
six valid 1-hour averages within the 8-hour
period. The daily maximum 8-hour ozone
concentration is based on 17 consecutive
moving 8-hour periods in each day,
beginning with the 8-hour period from 7:00
a.m. to 3:00 p.m. and ending with the 8-hour
period from 11:00 p.m. to 7:00 am. The
daily maximum value is considered valid if
8-hour averages are available for at least 13
of the 17 consecutive moving 8-hour periods,
or if the daily maximum value is greater than
the level of the NAAQS. Complete sampling
over a three-year period requires an average
of 90% valid days with each year having at
least 75% valid days.

Data listed as not meeting the minimum
statistical selection criteria in this report were
so noted after evaluation using the criteria
above. Although short term averages (3, 8,
24 hours) have been computed for certain
sites not meeting the annual criteria, these
averages may not be representative of an
entire year's air quality. In certain
circumstances where even the 75% criteria is
met, the number and/or magnitude of short-
term averages may not be directly
comparable from one year to the next because
of seasonal distributional differences.

For summary purposes, the data is expressed
in the number of figures to which the raw data
1s validated. Extra figures may be carried in
the averaging technique, but the result is
rounded to the appropriate number of figures.
For example, the values 9, 9, and 10 are
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Table B1
1-Hour Ozone Exceedances

EXCEEDANCES OF THE FORMER 1-HOUR PRIMARY STANDARD OF 0.12 PPM
Date City Concentration

None None None

Total Over 0.12 ppm

Total Days Over 0.12 ppm
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Table B5
PM25 24-Hour Exceedances

EXCEEDANCES OF THE 24-HOUR PRIMARY STANDARD OF 35 ug/m3

Date Location Concentration (ug/m3)
7/8/19 Rockford 359
Total Over 35 ug/m3 1
Total Days Over 35 ug/m3 1

57
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Table B12
Carbon Monoxide Exceedances

EXCEEDANCES OF EITHER THE 1-HOUR (35 PPM) OR 8-HOUR (9 PPM) PRIMARY STANDARDS

Date City Concentration | Averaging Period
None None None None
Total 1-hour Over 35 ppm Total 8-hour Over 9 ppm 0
Total Days 1-hour Over 35 ppm Total Days 8-hour Over 9 ppm 0

~
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Carbon Monoxide 1-Hour and 8-Hour Design Values

Table B14

1-Hour Samples Greater than 35 (ppm) 8-Hour Samples Greater than 9 (ppm)
AQS ID City
2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2019 | 2018 | 2017 | 2016 | 2015
17-019-1001 Bondville 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lansin
17-031-0119 | o &SN a1 0 - - - - 0 - - - -
17-031-4201 Northbrook 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
17-163-0010 East St. Louis 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

*The 1-hour and 8-hour carbon monoxide standard is an exceedance-based standard. The 1-hour

standard is set at 35 ppm and is not to be exceeded more than once per year. The 8-hour standard is set
at 9 ppm and is not to be exceeded more than once per year. More than one exceedance in a yearis a
violation of the National Ambient Air Quality Standard.

—
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Table B18
Nitrogen Dioxide 1-Hour Exceedances

EXCEEDANCES OF THE 1-HOUR PRIMARY STANDARD OF 100 PPB
Date City Concentration (ppb)
None None None
Total Over 100 ppb 0
Total Days Over 100 ppb 0
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Appendix D: Website Links

lllinois EPA’s Website Information
To access the online version of the Annual Air Quality Report, various pollutant averages and
exceedances, the monitoring network plan and emission trends:
e https://www2.illinois.gov/epa/topics/air-quality/Pages/default.aspx

Air Quality Index Information

To view current Air Quality Index numbers and forecasts across the country:
e http://www.airnow.gov

To sign up for air quality information such as forecasts and pollution alerts:
e http://www.illinois.enviroflash.info/signup.cfm

EnviroFlash on Twitter:
e http://www.illinois.enviroflash.info/EnviroFlashTwitter.cfm

Monitoring Data Access Information
To access yearly Air Quality Index summaries, air quality statistics and monitoring concentrations:
e https://www.epa.gov/outdoor-air-quality-data

To access status and trends of key air pollutants:
e https://www.epa.gov/air-trends

To access historical Design Values (statistic to compare to the National Ambient Air Quality Standards):
e https://www.epa.gov/air-trends/air-quality-design-values

Nonattainment Areas and Designations (regions in violation of the various National Ambient Air Quality
Standards):
e http://www.epa.gov/green-book

Other
e Ambient Monitoring Technology Information Center: https://www.epa.gov/amtic

e Toxic Release Inventory Search: http://www.epa.gov/enviro/tri-search

e Toxic Release Inventory Data and Tools: https://www.epa.gov/toxics-release-inventory-tri-
program/tri-data-and-tools
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Executive Summary

This report presents a summary of air quality data collected throughout the State of Illinois during
calendar year 2018. Data is presented for the six criteria pollutants (those for which air quality
standards have been developed — particulate matter (PM1o and PM> 5), ozone, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen
dioxide, carbon monoxide, and lead — along with some heavy metals, volatile organic compounds and
toxic compounds. Monitoring was conducted at 63 different site locations collecting data from more

than 150 instruments.

In terms of the Air Quality Index (AQI) air quality during 2018 was either good or moderate 92% of
the time throughout Illinois. There were seven days when air quality was considered unhealthy
(category red). This compares with one unhealthy day in 2017. The unhealthy days were due to
elevated ozone concentrations in May, June, and July. There were 22 days (20 for ozone and two for
fine particulates) when air quality in some part of Illinois was considered Unhealthy for Sensitive
Groups (category orange). This compares with 27 Unhealthy for Sensitive Groups days reported in
2017. Air quality trends for most of the criteria pollutants are continuing to show downward or stable
trends below the level of the standards.

Stationary point source emission data has again been included. The data in the report reflects
information contained in Illinois EPA’s Integrated Comprehensive Environmental Management
System (ICEMAN) as of December 31, 2018. Emission estimates are for the calendar year 2018 and
are for the pollutants: particulate matter, volatile organic material, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides,
and carbon monoxide. Emission trends of these pollutants have been given for the years 1998 to the
present. Emissions reported with the Annual Emissions Report have been provided starting with 1998
and are currently available through 2017. There has been a trend toward decreasing emissions over

this time period.







Section 1: Air Pollutants — Sources, Health, and Welfare Effects

Ozone (O3)

Photochemical oxidants result from a complex
series of atmospheric reactions itiated by
sunlight. When reactive (non-methane)
hydrocarbons and nitrogen oxides accumulate
in the atmosphere and are exposed to the
ultraviolet component of sunlight, the
formation of new compounds, including ozone
and peroxyacetylnitrate, takes place.

Absorption of ultraviolet light energy by
nitrogen dioxide results in its dissociation into
nitric oxide and an oxygen atom. The oxygen
atoms, for the most part, react with
atmospheric molecular oxygen (O2) to form
ozone (0O3). In general, nitric oxide will react
with ozone to re-form nitrogen dioxide,
completing the cycle. A build-up of ozone
above the equilibrium concentration, which is
defined by the reaction cycle, results when
nitrogen oxide reacts with non-methane
hydrocarbons.  Oxygen atoms from the
hydrocarbon radical oxidize nitric oxide to
nitrogen dioxide without ozone being used up.
Thus, ozone concentrations are not depleted
and can build up quickly.

Ozone can also be formed naturally in the
atmosphere by electrical discharge and in the
stratosphere by solar radiation. The former
process 1s not capable of producing significant
urban concentrations of this pollutant;
however, there 1s some belief that incursion of
ozone from the stratosphere can contribute
significantly to elevated ground level
concentrations of ozone under certain
meteorological conditions.

Injury to vegetation is one of the earliest
manifestations of photochemical air pollution,
and sensitive plants are useful biological
indicators of this type of pollution. The visible
symptoms of photochemical oxidant produced
mjury to plants may be classified as:

*  Acute mjury, identified by cell collapse
with subsequent development of necrotic
patterns.

Chronic injury, identified by necrotic
patterns or with other pigmented
patterns.
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Physiological effects, identified by
growth alterations, reduced yields, and
changes in the quality of plant products.
The acute symptoms are generally
characteristic of a specific
photochemical oxidant, though chronic
mjury patterns are not. Ozone injury to
leaves 1s 1identified as a stripling or
flecking. Adverse effects on sensitive
vegetation have been observed from
exposure to photochemical oxidant
concentrations of about 100 micrograms
per cubic meter (0.05 parts per million)
for 4 hours.

Adverse effects on materials (rubber products
and fabrics) from exposure to photochemical
oxidants have not been precisely quantified,
but have been observed at the levels presently
occurring in many urban atmospheres.

Ozone accelerates the aging of many materials,
resulting in rubber cracking, dye fading, and
paint erosion. These effects are linearly related
to the total dose of ozone and can occur at very
low levels, given long duration exposures.

Ozone is a pulmonary irritant that affects the
respiratory mucous membranes, other lung
tissues, and respiratory functions. Clinical and
epidemiological studies have demonstrated
that ozone impairs the normal mechanical
function of the lung, causing alterations in
respiration — the most characteristic of which
are shallow, rapid breathing and a decrease in
pulmonary compllance Exposure to ozone
results i clinical symptoms such as chest
tightness, coughing, and wheezing. Alterations
in airway resistance can occur, especially to
those with respiratory diseases (asthma,
bronchitis, emphysema). These effects may
occur in sensitive individuals, as well as in
healthy exercising persons, at short-term ozone
concentrations between 0.15 and 0.25 ppm.

Ozone exposure increases the sensitivity of the
lung to bronchoconstrictive agents such as
histamine, acetylcholine, and allergens, as well
as imncreasing the individual's susceptibility to
bacterial infection. Simultaneous exposure to
ozone and sulfur dioxide can produce larger
changes in pulmonary function than exposure
to either pollutant alone.
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Section 1: Air Pollutants — Sources, Health, and Welfare Effects

Peroxyacetylnitrate (PAN) is an eye irritant,
and its effects often occur in conjunction with
the effects of ozone.

Two  characteristics of ozone and
photochemical oxidant exposures should be
cited:
¢ Ozone itself is a primary cause of most
of the health effects reported in
toxicological and experimental human
studies and the evidence for attributing
many health effects to this substance
alone 1s very compelling.

Atmospheric photochemical substances
are known to produce health effects,
some of which are not attributable to
pure ozone but may be caused by other
photochemical substances n
combination with ozone.

Particulate Matter (PM)

Not all air pollutants are in the gaseous form.
Small solid particles and liquid droplets,
collectively called particulates or aerosols, are
also present in the air in great numbers and
may constitute a  pollution problem.
Particulates entering the atmosphere differ in
size and chemical composition. The effects of
particulates on health and welfare are directly
related to their size and chemical composition.

Particulate matter in the atmosphere consists of
solids, liquuds, and liquids-solids 1n
combination. Suspended  particulates
generally refer to particles less than 100
micrometers in diameter (human hair is
typically 100 micrometers thick). Particles
larger than 100 micrometers will settle out of
the air under the influence of gravity in a short
period of time.

Typical sources emitting particles into the
atmosphere are combustion of fossil fuels (ash
and soot), industrial processes (metals, fibers,
etc.), fugitive dust (wind and mechanical
erosion of local soil), and photochemically
produced particles (complex chain reactions
between sunlight and gaseous pollutants).
Combustion and photochemical products tend
to be smaller in size (less than 1 micrometer);

—
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fugitive dust and industrial products are
typically larger in size (greater than 1
micrometer).

Particles which cause the most health and
visibility difficulties are those less than 1.0
micrometer in size. These particles are also the
most difficult to reduce in numbers by the
various industrial removal techniques.
Rainfall accounts for the major removal of
these smaller particles from the air.

One of the major problems associated with
high concentrations of particulates is that the
mnteraction between the particles, sunlight, and
atmospheric moisture can potentially result in
the climatic effects and diminished visibility
(haze).  Particles play a key role in the
formation of clouds, and emissions of large
numbers of pamcles can, in some instances,
result in local increases in cloud formation and,
possibly, precipitation. Particles in the size
range of 0.1 to 1.0 micrometers are the most
efficient in scattering visible light (wave length
0.4 to 0.7 micrometers) thereby reducing
visibility.  Particles combined with high
humidity can result in the formation of haze
which can cause hazardous conditions for the
operation of motor vehicles and aircraft.

Particulate pollutants enter the human body by
way of the respiratory system and their most
immediate effects are upon this system. The
size of the particle determines its depth of
penetration into the respiratory system.
Particles over 5 micrometers are generally
deposited in the nose and throat. Those that do
penetrate deeper in the respiratory system to
the air ducts (bronchi) are often removed by
ciliary action. Particles ranging in size from
0.5 - 5.0 micrometers in diameter can be
deposited in the bronchi, with few reaching the
air sacs (alveoli). Most particles deposited in
the bronchi are removed by the cilia within
hours. Particles less than 0.5 micrometer in
diameter reach and may settle in the alveoli.
The removal of particles from the alveoli is
much less rapid and complete than from the
larger passages. Some of the particles retained
in the alveoli are absorbed into the blood.

Besides particulate size, the oxidation state,
chemical composition, concentration, and
length of time in the respiratory system
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Section 1: Air Pollutants — Sources, Health, and Welfare Effects

contribute to the health effects of particulates.

Particulates have been associated with
increased respiratory  diseases  (asthma,
bronchitis, and emphysema), cardio-

pulmonary disease (heart attack), and cancer.

Plant surfaces and growth rates may be
adversely affected by particulate matter.
Particulate air pollution also causes a wide
range of damage to materials including
corrosion of metals and electrical equipment
and the soiling of textiles and buildings.

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)

Sulfur dioxide, (SOz) is an atmospheric
pollutant which results from combustion
processes (mainly buming of fossil fuels
containing sulfur compounds), refining of
petroleum, manufacture of sulfuric acid, and
smelting of ores containing sulfur. Reduction
of sulfur dioxide pollution levels can generally
be achieved through the use of low- sulfur
content fuels or the use of chemical sulfur
removal systems.

Once in the atmosphere, some sulfur dioxide
can be oxidized (either photochemically or in
the presence of a catalyst) to SOs3 (sulfur
trioxide). In the presence of water vapor, SOs3
1s readily converted to sulfuric acid (H2SO4)
mist. Other basic oxides combine with SO3 to
form sulfate aerosols. Sulfuric acid droplets
and other sulfates are thought to account for
about 5 to 20 percent of the total suspended
particulate matter in urban air.  These
compounds can be transported large distances
and come back to earth as a major constituent
of acid precipitation. Many of the resultant
health problems attributed to SO, may be a
result of the oxidation of SO; to other
compounds.

The effects of SO2 on health are irritation and
inflammation of tissue that it directly contacts.
Inhalation of SO» causes bronchial constriction
resulting in an increased resistance to air flow,
reduction of air volume, and an increase of
respiratory rate and heart rate.

SO, can exacerbate pre-existing respiratory
diseases (asthma, bronchitis, emphysema).
The enhancement (synergism) by particulate

—
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matter of the toxic response to SO> has been
observed under conditions which would
promote the conversion of SO; to HoSO4. The
degree of enhancement is related to the
concentration of particulate matter. A twofold
to threefold increase of the irritant response to
SO, is observed in the presence of particulate
matter capable of oxidizing SO; to H2SOa.

H>SO4 inhalation causes an increase in the
respiratory system's mucous secretions, which
reduces the system's ability to remove
particulates via mucociliary clearance. This
can result in an increased incidence of
respiratory infection.

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

The major source of carbon monoxide (CO) is
motor vehicles. The USEPA has kept under its
jurisdiction the regulation of emission control
equipment on new motor vehicles while the
State's responsibility for reducing excessive
ambient carbon monoxide levels is exercised
by developing transportation plans for
congested urban areas.

The toxic effects of high concentrations of CO
on the body are well known. Carbon monoxide
1s absorbed by the lungs and reacts with
hemoglobin (the oxygen-carrying molecule in
the blood) to form carboxyhemoglobin
(COHDb). This reaction reduces the oxygen-
carrying capacity of blood because the affinity
of hemoglobin for CO is over 200 times that
for oxygen. The higher the percentage of
hemoglobin bound up in the form of
carboxyhemoglobin, the more serious is the
health effect.

The level of COHD in the blood is directly
related to the CO concentration of the inhaled
air. For a given ambient air CO concentration,
the COHD level in the blood will reach an
equilibrium concentration after a sufficient
time period. This equilibrium COHD level will
be maintained in the blood as long as the
ambient air CO level remains unchanged.
However, the COHDb level will slowly change
in the same direction as the CO concentration
of the ambient air as a new equilibrium of CO
in the blood is established.
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Section 1: Air Pollutants — Sources, Health, and Welfare Effects

The lowest CO concentrations shown to
produce adverse health effects result in
aggravation of cardiovascular disease. Studies
demonstrate that these concentrations have
resulted in decreased exercise time before the
onset of pain in the chest and extremities of
individuals with heart or circulatory disease.
Slightly higher CO levels have been associated
with decreases in vigilance, the ability to
discriminate time intervals, and exercise
performance.

Evidence also exists indicating a possible
relationship between CO and heart attacks, the
development of cardiovascular disease, and
irregular fetal development.

Studies on the existing ambient levels of CO
do not indicate any adverse effects on
vegetation, materials, or other aspects of
human welfare.

Nitrogen Dioxide (NO»)

Nitrogen gas (N2) 1s an abundant and inert gas
which makes up almost 80 percent of the
Earth's atmosphere. In this form, it is harmless
to humans and essential to plant metabolism.
Due to its abundance in the air, it 1s a frequent
reactant in many combustion processes. When
combustion temperatures are extremely high,
as in the burning of coal, oil, natural gas, and
gasoline, atmospheric nitrogen gas may
combine with molecular oxygen (O2) to form
various oxides of nitrogen (NOx). Of these,
nitric oxide (NO) and nitrogen dioxide (NO3)
are the most important contributors to air
pollution; NOx generally is used to represent
these. Nitric oxide is a colorless and odorless
gas. It is the primary form of NOx resulting
from the combustion process. NOx contributes
to haze and visibility reduction. NOx is also
known to cause deterioration and fading of
certain fabrics and damage to vegetation.
Depending on concentration and extent of
exposure, plants may suffer leaf lesions and
reduced crop yield.

Sensitivity of plants to NOx depends on a
variety of factors including species, time of
day, light, stage of maturity, and the presence
or absence of other air pollutants such as sulfur
dioxide and ozone.

—
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There is a lack of strong evidence associating
health effects with most NOx compounds.
NOa», a secondary derivative of atmospheric
nitric oxide, however, has been clearly
established as exerting detrimental effects on
human health and welfare.

NO2> can cause eye uritation at concentrations
as low as 0.07 ppm. NO; can cause an increase
in airway resistance, an increase in respiratory
rate, an Increase In sensmVlty to
bronchoconstuctors, a decrease 1in lung
compliance, and an enhanced susceptibility to
respiratory infections. NO> is a deep lung
uritant capable of producing pulmonary edema
if inhaled in sufficient concentrations. When
NO; i1s inhaled in concentrations with other
pollutants, the effects are additive.

NOx may also react with water to form
corrosive nifric acids, a major component of
acid precipitation. Additionally, NOx and
various other pollutants (e.g., hydrocarbons)
may react in the presence of sunlight to product
photochemical oxidants.

Lead (Pb)

Historically, atmospheric lead came primarily
from combustion of leaded gasoline.
However, the use of unleaded gas since 1975
has reduced mobile source lead emissions by
over 90%. Currently stationary sources, such
as lead smelters, battery manufacturers, and
won and steel producers can contribute
significant amounts of lead to their immediate
vicinity.

Lead 1s a stable compound which persists and
accumulates both in the environment and in the
human body. Lead enters the human body
through ingestion and inhalation with
consequent absorption into the blood stream
and distribution to all body tissues. No safe
level of lead in the blood has been identified.
Clinical, epidemiological and toxicological
studies have demonstrated exposure to lead has
a broad range of health effects.

Since 1990, over 6,000 new health studies have
been conducted. These studies have shown that
children are the most susceptible to the
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Appendix A: Air Sampling Network

State/Local Air Monitoring Station (SLAMS) Network - The SLAMS network is
designed to meet a minimum of four basis monitoring objectives:

a. To determine the highest concentrations expected to occur in the area covered by
the network.

b. To determine representative concentrations in areas of high population density.

c. To determine the air quality impact of significant sources or source categories.

d. To determine general background concentration levels.

National Air Monitoring Station (NAMS) Network - The NAMS network is a subset
of stations selected from the SLAMS network with emphasis given to urban and
multisource areas. The primary objectives of the NAMS network are:

a. To measure expected maximum concentrations.

b. To measure concentrations in areas where poor air quality is combined with high
population exposure.

C. To provide data useable for the determination of national trends.
d. To provide data necessary to allow the development of nationwide control
strategies.

Photochemical Assessment Monitoring Station (PAMS) Network - The PAMS
network is required in serious, severe, and extreme ozone nonattainment areas to obtain
detailed data for ozone, precursors (NOx and VOC), and meteorology. NOx and VOC
sampling is required for the period June - August each year. Ozone sampling occurs
during the ozone season, March - October. Network design is based on four monitoring
types. In Illinois, PAMS are required in the Chicago metropolitan area only.

a. Type 1 sites are located upwind of the nonattainment area and are located to measure
background levels of ozone and precursors coming into the area

b. Type 2 sites are located slightly downwind of the major source areas of ozone
precursors.

c. Type 3 sites are located at the area of maximum ozone concentrations.

d. Type 4 sites are located at the domain edge of the nonattainment area and measure
ozone and precursors leaving the area.

Special Purpose Monitoring Station (SPMS) Network - Any monitoring site that is not
a designated SLAMS or NAMS is considered a special purpose monitoring station.
Some of the SPMS network objectives are as follows:

a. To provide data as a supplement to stations used in developing local control
strategies, including enforcement actions.
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Appendix A: Air Sampling Network

b. To verify the maintenance of ambient standards in areas not covered by the
SLAMS/NAMS network.

c. To provide data on non-criteria pollutants.
National Core Station (NCore) Network - NCore is a multi-pollutant network that
integrates several advanced measurement systems. In Illinois, Northbrook and Bondville

are considered NCore sites. A few of the NCore network objectives are as follows:

a. Support for development of emission strategies and accountability of emission
strategy progress through tracking long-term trends of pollutants and their precursors.

b. Support of long-term health assessments that contribute to review of national
standards.

c. Support to scientific studies ranging across technological, health, and atmospheric
process disciplines.

d. Support to ecosystem assessments recognizing that national air quality networks
benefit ecosystems assessments.
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Appendix B: Air Quality Data Summary Tables

Air Quality Data Interpretation

In order to provide a uniform procedure for
determining whether a sufficient amount of
air quality data has been collected by a sensor
in a given time period (year, quarter, month,

day, etc.) to accurately represent air quality
during that time period, a minimum statistical
selection criteria was developed.

In order to calculate an annual average for
non-continuous parameters, a minimum of
75% of the data that was scheduled to be
collected must be available, 1.e., 45 samples
per year for an every-six-day schedule (total
possible of 60 or 61 samples). Additionally,
m order to have proper quarterly balance,
each site on an every sixth day schedule
should have at least 10 samples per calendar
quarter. This provides for a 20% balance in
each quarter if the minimum required annual
sampling is achieved.

PMio and PM> 5 samplers operate on one of
three sampling frequencies:

Every-day sampling (68 samples
required each quarter for 75% data
capture)
Every-third-day sampling (23 samples
required each quarter for 75% data
capture)
Every-six-day sampling (12 samples
required each quarter for 75% data
capture).

To calculate an annual PM;o or PM> 5 mean,
arithmetic means are calculated for each
quarter in which valid data is recorded in at
least 75% of the possible sampling periods.
The annual mean is then the arithmetic
average of the four quarterly means.

To determine an annual average for
continuous data 75% of the total possible
yearly observations are necessary, ie., a
minimum of 6570 hours (75% of the hours
available) are needed. In order to provide a
balance between the respective quarters, each
quarter should have at least 1300 hours which
1s 20% of the 75% minimum annual
requirement. To calculate

~—~
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quarterly averages at sites which do not meet
the annual criteria, 75% of the total possible
observations in a quarter are needed, 1.e., a
minimum of 1647 hours of 2200 hours
available. Monthly averages also require
75% of the total possible observations in a
month, 1e., 540 hours as a minimum.
Additionally, for short-term running averages
(24-hour, 8-hour, and 3-hour) 75% of the data
during the particular time period is needed,
1.e., 18 hours for a 24-hour average, six hours
for an 8-hour average and three hours for a 3-
hour average.

For ozone, a valid 8-hour average has at least
six valid 1-hour averages within the 8-hour
period. The daily maximum 8-hour ozone
concentration is based on 17 consecutive
moving 8-hour periods in each day,
beginning with the 8-hour period from 7:00
a.m. to 3:00 p.m. and ending with the 8-hour
period from 11:00 p.m. to 7:00 am. The
daily maximum value is considered valid if
8-hour averages are available for at least 13
of the 17 consecutive moving 8-hour periods,
or if the daily maximum value is greater than
the level of the NAAQS. Complete sampling
over a three-year period requires an average
of 90% valid days with each year having at
least 75% valid days.

Data listed as not meeting the minimum
statistical selection criteria in this report were
so noted after evaluation using the criteria
above. Although short term averages (3, 8,
24 hours) have been computed for certain
sites not meeting the annual criteria, these
averages may not be representative of an
entire year's air quality. In certain
circumstances where even the 75% criteria is
met, the number and/or magnitude of short-
term averages may not be directly
comparable from one year to the next because
of seasonal distributional differences.

For summary purposes, the data is expressed
in the number of figures to which the raw data
1s validated. Extra figures may be carried in
the averaging technique, but the result is
rounded to the appropriate number of figures.
For example, the values 9, 9, and 10 are
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Table B1
1-Hour Ozone Exceedances

EXCEEDANCES OF THE FORMER 1-HOUR PRIMARY STANDARD OF 0.12 PPM
Date City Concentration

None None None

Total Over 0.12 ppm

Total Days Over 0.12 ppm
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Table B12
Carbon Monoxide Exceedances

EXCEEDANCES OF EITHER THE 1-HOUR (35 PPM) OR 8-HOUR (9 PPM) PRIMARY STANDARDS

Date City Concentration | Averaging Period
None None None None
Total 1-hour Over 35 ppm Total 8-hour Over 9 ppm 0
Total Days 1-hour Over 35 ppm Total Days 8-hour Over 9 ppm 0

~
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Carbon Monoxide 1-Hour and 8-Hour Design Values

Table B14

1-Hour Samples Greater than 35 (ppm)

8-Hour Samples Greater than 9 (ppm)

AQS ID City
2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 § 2018 | 2017 | 2016 | 2015 | 2014
17-019-1001 Bondville 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
17-031-4201 Northbrook 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
17-163-0010 East St. Louis 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

*The 1-hour and 8-hour carbon monoxide standard is an exceedance-based standard. The 1-hour

standard is set at 35 ppm and is not to be exceeded more than once per year. The 8-hour standard is set
at 9 ppm and is not to be exceeded more than once per year. More than one exceedance in a yearis a
violation of the National Ambient Air Quality Standard.

72

| S


















Table B18
Nitrogen Dioxide 1-Hour Exceedances

EXCEEDANCES OF THE 1-HOUR PRIMARY STANDARD OF 100 PPB
Date City Concentration (ppb)
None None None
Total Over 100 ppb 0
Total Days Over 100 ppb 0
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Appendix D: Website Links

lllinois EPA’s Website Information
To access the online version of the Annual Air Quality Report, various pollutant averages and
exceedances, the monitoring network plan and emission trends:
e https://www2.illinois.gov/epa/topics/air-quality/Pages/default.aspx

Air Quality Index Information

To view current Air Quality Index numbers and forecasts across the country:
e http://www.airnow.gov

To sign up for air quality information such as forecasts and pollution alerts:
e http://www.illinois.enviroflash.info/signup.cfm

EnviroFlash on Twitter:

e  http://www.illinois.enviroflash.info/EnviroFlashTwitter.cfm

Monitoring Data Access Information
To access yearly Air Quality Index summaries, air quality statistics and monitoring concentrations:
e https://www.epa.gov/outdoor-air-quality-data

To access status and trends of key air pollutants:
e https://www.epa.gov/air-trends

To access historical Design Values (statistic to compare to the National Ambient Air Quality Standards):
e https://www.epa.gov/air-trends/air-quality-design-values

Nonattainment Areas and Designations (regions in violation of the various National Ambient Air Quality
Standards):
e http://www.epa.gov/green-book

Other
e Ambient Monitoring Technology Information Center: https://www.epa.gov/amtic

e Toxic Release Inventory Search: http://iaspub.epa.gov/triexplorer/tri_release.chemical

e Toxic Release Inventory Data and Tools: https://www.epa.gov/toxics-release-inventory-tri-
program/tri-data-and-tools




From: Jennifer Futterman

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 5:27 PM
To: envcomments
Subject: Please deny General Iron's final permit request

I [Warning: External email]

Dear Environmental Permitting and Inspections,

Wow, here's a real chance for environmental justice and you're failing. Stand up to polluters and deny the final permit to
RMG.

I’'m writing to demand that the City of Chicago deny the remaining Class IVB Large Recycling Facility Application permit
needed for RMG to operate their scrap metal recycler, formerly known as General Iron, at their new location 11600 S
Burley Avenue in the Southeast Side.

At the end of last year, the City responded to RMG’s final permit application with a letter of deficiency. | wholly agree
with this response. RMG’s permit application is “substantially deficient.” The deficiency letter underscores why the
community and the City cannot trust that RMG will operate a new facility at the 11600 S. Burley site safely and that
CDPH must not grant a permit to RMG for the new incarnation of General Iron on the Southeast Side. RMG has now
resubmitted their permit, but the problems and threats to the surrounding community are still there. The city therefore
must deny this new permit in order to protect the health and well being of the neighborhood.

During General Iron’s tenure in Lincoln Park, they proved time and again that they are not a good neighbor with fires &
explosions, City shut-downs, coating the neighborhood in toxic “fluff” and federal EPA citations. There is no reason to
believe moving to a new neighborhood will put an end to these harmful practices.

The Southeast side is already environmentally overburdened, with manganese, petcoke and landfill pollution already
impacting the health and safety of residents, and we must not continue to use the neighborhood as the City’s dumping
ground.

The Mayor promised environmental justice. To approve this move would be an injustice to the Southeast side. The City
promised the Southeast side transparency, but passed one of two City permits without informing residents. It’s time to
follow through on these promises and protect all the Chicago communities, not just those on the Northside.

Thank you for your consideration, Jennifer Futterman, Highland Park

Sincerely,
Jennifer Futterman

Highland Park, IL 60035



From: Joe Engleman

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 5:52 PM
To: envcomments
Subject: General Iron relocation public comment

I [Warning: External email]

Dear Dr. Arwady and other members of CDPH,

I'm a First Ward resident located in West Town and although | live close to General Iron's current location, | want the
Chicago's Department of Public Health to deny General Iron the permit required to relocate its recycling facility to 11600
Burley Ave on the Southeast Side as well as the subsequent Air Pollution Control permit.

For too long, the city of Chicago has wilfully engaged in environmental injustice, but in denying these permits, the city
could begin to start doing right by the residents of the Southeast Side.

General Iron is currently located in a Planned Manufacturing District (PMD 3 according to the current zoning map).
While relocating General Iron's scrap recycling plant from one PMD to another may make sense for General Iron (and its
new parent company), it does not make sense for the community given the close proximity of George Washington High
School and the collection of Southeast Side wildlife reserves and parks such as Big Marsh. The Public Health Department
must take the community context into account.

After all, the reason that General Iron is relocating in the first place is much of its current location has been purchased by
developer Sterling Bay scooping up parcel after parcel of PMD 3. Approving General Iron's relocation would prioritize a
city-subsidized private development that currently contains no residents and incur yet another harm on a vibrant,
predominantly marginalized community. The Southeast Side has borne the burdens of environmental injustice for long
enough. To approve these permits now would further toxify the air and water amid a global pandemic that has
disproportionately sickened and killed Chicagoans of color.

Deny these permits and start to do the work of environmental justice. Amid this raging pandemic, CDPH can send a
signal to the city's most vulnerable that their health matters, their water matters, their air matters, and that their quality
of life matters. To do otherwise undermines the city's entire stated goal of pursuing equity and further perpetuates the
generational harms of environmental injustice.

Sincerely,
--Joe Engleman
First Ward resident



From: Jaclyn Wegner

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 6:10 PM
To: envcomments
Subject: Please deny General Iron's final permit request

I [Warning: External email]

Dear Environmental Permitting and Inspections,

I’'m writing to demand that the City of Chicago deny the remaining Class IVB Large Recycling Facility Application permit
needed for RMG to operate their scrap metal recycler, formerly known as General Iron, at their new location 11600 S
Burley Avenue in the Southeast Side.

At the end of last year, the City responded to RMG’s final permit application with a letter of deficiency. | wholly agree
with this response. RMG’s permit application is “substantially deficient.” The deficiency letter underscores why the
community and the City cannot trust that RMG will operate a new facility at the 11600 S. Burley site safely and that
CDPH must not grant a permit to RMG for the new incarnation of General Iron on the Southeast Side. RMG has now
resubmitted their permit, but the problems and threats to the surrounding community are still there. The city therefore
must deny this new permit in order to protect the health and well being of the neighborhood.

During General Iron’s tenure in Lincoln Park, they proved time and again that they are not a good neighbor with fires &
explosions, City shut-downs, coating the neighborhood in toxic “fluff” and federal EPA citations. There is no reason to
believe moving to a new neighborhood will put an end to these harmful practices.

The Southeast side is already environmentally overburdened, with manganese, petcoke and landfill pollution already
impacting the health and safety of residents, and we must not continue to use the neighborhood as the City’s dumping
ground.

The Mayor promised environmental justice. To approve this move would be an injustice to the Southeast side. The City
promised the Southeast side transparency, but passed one of two City permits without informing residents. It’s time to
follow through on these promises and protect all the Chicago communities, not just those on the Northside.

Thank you for your consideration,

Sincerely,
Jaclyn Wegner

Chicago, IL 60622



From: Pastor Richard L. Martinez, Jr. _>

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 6:22 PM
To: envcomments
Subject: Fwd: General Iron

I [Warning: External email]

The Southeast side of Chicago has a rich industrial history. Many of our
great grandparents, grandparents and parents labored in the steel mills
that produced the steel that helped to build this city. That industry
helped to build a great blue collar, middle class in this part of the city.
Unfortunately, those companies and that industry abandoned our
community and city. Why? You'd have to ask those companies or those
elected officials who sold out our middle class and shipped those jobs
overseas. In the wake of that abandonment thirty and forty years ago,
we have been left with thousands of acres of abandoned and
contaminated land as well as severe health issues such as high rates of
cancer, heart disease and asthma.

For the last ten years | have worked directly with the community in beating back dirty industry,
bad corporate citizens and polluters. By God's grace, divine intervention & the efforts of a great
community effort, we were able to beat back and defeat a coal gasification plant from being built
just west of George Washington high school; we then had to fight proposed landfill expansions;
then "Petcoke" which resulted in a non-binding referendum with over 80% approval to ban
petcoke, and a class action lawsuit against the KCBX and BP, which resulted in a nearly S1million
dollar settlement with the community. Thereafter, we had to contend with the exorbitant levels
of manganese in our community emitted by SH Bell.

As a community we want positive economic development, job creation and good paying middle
class jobs, but we want industry that will bless our environment, our health and the community
and not curse it. As a result of this, several community organizations banded together to create
principles to safeguard our community as well as put all future development and developers on
notice; we created the "Southeast Chicago Environmental Justice Principles" which incorporates
Environmental,& Justice (Executive Order 12898) as well as community participation and
equitable benefits.



Our current battle is against General Iron and their attempt to move their existing operations
from the affluent Lincoln Park neighborhood where they have been driven out by those residents.
Our community has spoken loud and clear since 2018 that we do not want General Iron in our
community.

General Iron is a known and documented violator and polluter. They have
put their existing community and their own employees in danger with
explosions and fires at their facility. Who in their right mind and what
community would want a company like this?

The residents and families of Chicago's Southeast side have made it known and clear that General
Iron is not welcome. The community has spoken loud and clear during the lllinois EPA permitting
process and during the city's Zoom public hearing in July. The response has been unanimous and
adamant, No to General Iron! Yet the city claims to have an "agreement" with General Iron/RMG.
As far as | am concerned, that agreement is "null and void" because the community did not agree
to this.

Why have our elected officials both the Mayor and Alderman, who are supposed to protect our
community & residents, disrespected our unanimous voice? You will have to ask them. Do
Lobbyists and political campaign contributions trump the voice of the taxpayers, property owners,
stakeholders, residents and families of our community?

As a father of five children, God has made me a protector, as a Pastor, Jesus has granted me
wisdom and discernment to warn the people of "wolves" who seek to harm and destroy. We have
a collective duty, obligation and responsibility to protect the most vulnerable of our community,
our senior citizens and children. As a result, we say a collective "NO" to General Iron and that
General Iron is "persona non grata” on Chicago's Southeast side.

Richard L. Martinez, Jr.

Pastor. Nehemiah Family Fellowship Church

Chair, Nehemiah Leaders

Chair, 4th District Police Clergy Committee

Member, National Hispanic Christian Leadership Conference
773-544-4682

Richard L. Martinez, Jr.

Pastor

Nehemiah Family Fellowship Church
773-544-4682



Richard L. Martinez, Jr.

Pastor

Nehemiah Family Fellowship Church
773-544-4682



From: Kiana Cou rtney_ >

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 6:22 PM

To: envcomments

Cc: Tiffany Werner; Susan Mudd

Subject: ELPC Comments on General lll LRF Permit Application
Attachments: 2021.01.29 ELPC Comments on General lll Permit Application .pdf

To whom it may concern:
Please find attached ELPC’s comments on General lll, LLC's Application for a Large Facility Recycling Permit. Thank you
for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,
Kiana Courtney

Kiana Courtney

She | Her

Staff Attorney

Environmental Law & Policy Center
35 E. Wacker Dr., Ste. 1600
Chicago, IL 60601

(312) 795-3712



January 29, 2021
Chicago Department of Public Health
Attn: Commissioner Allison Arwady, M.D.
333 S State St., #200
Chicago, IL 60604

Submitted electronically to envcomments@cityofchicago.org.

RE: Comments on the Proposed Issuance of Large Recycling Facility Permit to General 111,
LLC, d/b/a Southside Recycling

To Chicago Public Health Department:

The Environmental Law & Policy Center (“ELPC”), on behalf of itself and its members,
submit this second set of comments on the Large Recycling Facility Permit Application of General
III, LLC d/b/a Southside Recycling (“Application”) for a permit to operate a large scrap metal
recycling facility proposed to be located at 11600 South Burley Avenue in Chicago, IL. ELPC is
the Midwest’s leading public interest environmental legal advocacy organization and works to
protect the environment and public health.

The City of Chicago (the “City”) through the Chicago Department of Public Health
(“CDPH”) should deny the Application of General IllI, LLC, doing business as Southside
Recycling, but also known as the Reserve Management Group (“RMG”) Expansion (hereinafter
“General I1I” or the “Facility”) for a draft permit for a large recycling facility. ELPC first submitted
comments on January 14, 2021, raising several issues with the Application. The same day, CDPH
provided notice that General |11 submitted an amended application. The concerns raised in ELPC’s
first comments still stand. There are several issues with the Application: (1) General III’s
Application is incomplete; (2) the Application will place a cumulative burden on the surrounding
community; and (3) the Application fails to demonstrate that it will be protective of air quality and
public health. In consideration of the Application, the City has the authority and a duty to consider
both the cumulative burden General 111 will place on the surrounding Southeast Side community

35 East Wacker Drive, Suite 1600 « Chicago, lllinois 60601
(312) 673-6500 « www.ELPC.org
Harry Drucker, Chairperson « Howard A. Learner, Executive Director
Chicago, IL ¢« Columbus, OH « Des Moines, IA « Grand Rapids, Ml « Indianapolis, IN
Minneapolis, MN « Madison, WI « North Dakota * South Dakota « Washington, D.C.



and the violation history of General Iron and RMG. Given these considerations, the City should
deny this Application.

. CDPH has the Authority to Deny the Application and to Consider the Cumulative
Burden on the Community

To avoid duplicity from ELPC’s first set of comments, we incorporate them herein. We
would like to reiterate, however, that CDPH should find that it has the authority to place greater
limitations on the recycling permit than those set by IEPA with the operating permit. CDPH also
has the authority to deny the permit application.

The health, safety, and wellbeing of all communities should always be a priority of CPDH.
The Department and the Mayor acknowledged this when releasing the Air Quality and Health
Report in the summer of 2020. Thus, CDPH has a duty to consider the cumulative burden that a
frontline community faces when a new facility is added to that burden. As noted in ELPC’s first
set of comments, the Southeast Side is an environmental justice community. It disproportionately
bears the pollution burden in Chicago. This concern was elevated nationally with President Biden’s
Executive Order that calls for the federal prioritization of environmental justice.! While this is a
municipal permit, CDPH should still take heed of this mandate. We appreciate that CDPH
acknowledged that the East Side is an area for concern. We therefore hope that CDPH will follow
through and consider the cumulative burden on the Southeast Side community from the addition
of General 11l to the other RMG facilities, as well as the numerous other nearby industrial and
pollution sources.

Failure to consider these impacts will put the community in greater harm’s way.
I1. General Iron’s Addendum is Insufficient

In ELPC’s first set of comments, we explained that the November Application failed to
include information needed under the Recycling Rules outside of what CDPH listed in its
deficiency letter. This included, but is not limited to: (1) information about other pollutants and
controls for pollutants, such as PM2 s and Nitrogen Oxide (NOx), and volatile organic compounds;
(2) information about the air emissions from the operations (including vehicular traffic) from the
other RMG facilities; (3) an adequate dust contingency plan that describes the mitigative actions
that will be taken when the monitors detect PM1o or other parameters that exceed the RAL under
these rules or in the permit; and (4) a plan for how General I11 will notify and engage with the
surrounding community when there is an event.

As CDPH makes its determination on General I1I’s Application, CDPH must incorporate
in its analysis not only the missing information, but also the past violations of General Iron (GlI,

1 EO 13390 (Jan 20, 2021), available at https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/presidential-
actions/2021/01/20/executive-order-protecting-public-health-and-environment-and-restoring-science-to-
tackle-climate-crisis/.




LLC) and of RMG.? The violation history is applicable because the Application and Addendum
often reference and draw upon General III’s experience at the “Existing Facility”® in the North
Branch—further demonstrating the connection between the two entities—and because CDPH and
the RMG have stated that General 111 is an expansion of RMG. Thus, CDPH must consider the
violations of both entities when reviewing this Application, as mandated by the Recycling Rules.*

Accordingly, the Application is still deficient and CDPH should not propose a permit
without more comprehensive information. Rather, CDPH must deny the Application.

ITI. General III’s Addendum Raises More Questions That Should Be Answered Before
CDPH Proposes a Permit

A. The Impact of Vehicular and Truck Traffic

In its deficiency letter, CDPH asked for a stacking plan of all trucks and vehicles during
peak hours.® The stacking plan states that the estimated peak traffic is 40 trucks per hour® and
General III’s traffic study shows that minimal impacts to traffic from General III’s operations can
be achieved with improvements to traffic light timing, shuttle service, and public transit.” The
Application also notes that there is plenty of space on site for the trucks and vehicles.® Having
ample space however, does not mean that the community is no longer exposed to the many
unhealthy consequences of truck and vehicle traffic. As mentioned in ELPC’s first set of
comments, diesel truck traffic produces particulate matter, NOx, and numerous toxins. Whether
on the street or within the property lines of General Ill, the vehicular traffic will still expose
residents to these additional air pollutants. General 111 must include these potential exposures in
its Application.

CDPH also raised concern about whether General 111 is capable of meeting peak demand.
General 111 indicates in its Application that it is more than capable because it has the capacity to
process 150,000 tons of material per month.® Notably though, with increased processing and
shredding of metals likely comes increased emissions. It is unclear in the Application whether
there will be measures to ensure that the Facility will be held to the 100,000 ton per month

2 See e.g. Michael Hawthorne, “Chronic polluter General Iron is moving from its wealthy, white North
Side home to a low-income Latino neighborhood. The feds want to know why.” Chicago Tribune (Oct.
20, 2020) (citing Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, Violation Notice A-2019-00200 (Dec. 20,
2019), available at https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6772585-VN-South-Chicago-Property-
Mgmt-031600GY1-122019.html.

3 See e.g. Application, Addendum 1 at 5, 7, 8, 11, 17, 18.

* Rules and Regulations for Recycling Facilities, § 4 (March 2014) (“The Commissioner may deny or
refuse to review a permit if the evaluation shows that the applicant . . . has violated any federal, state, or
local laws, regulations, standards, permit conditions, or ordinances in the operation of any . . . recycling
facility”); Rules for Large Facility Recycling, City of Chicago (June 5, 2020)

® Application, Addendum 1 at 10.

¢ Application, Addendum 1, Attachment M.

" Application, Addendum 1, Attachment N.

8 Application, Addendum 1, Attachment M.

® Application at 6; Addendum 1 at 15.




limitation required in the IEPA permit. If CDPH decides to propose a draft permit, it should also
consider how it will ensure and enforce that General I11 does not surpass its processing capacity if
faced with peak demand.

CDPH also asked General Il to provide an operating plan for the vehicles used at the
Facility. These vehicles include front end loaders, skid steers, forklifts, fuel trucks, water trucks, a
maintenance truck, and a sweeper. These vehicles all likely are fueled by diesel. To ensure that
operations if permitted are protective of air quality, CDPH should require that General 111 utilize
electric vehicles or vehicles are of the most protective class. For instance, General 111 should be
required to use electric forklifts'® or at least Tier 4/ Tier 4 Final forklifts if the forklifts must be
powered by diesel fuel.

Ultimately, the Application still lacks information on vehicular activity and does not appear
to be protective of air quality. CDPH should reject the Application.

B. The Composition and Disposal of Auto Shredder Fluff

In its Addendum, General 111 indicates that the waste characterization for the shredder fluff
at the North Branch facility demonstrates that it is nonhazardous.* General I1I’s findings state that
the auto shredder residue or fluff (“ASR”) has been composed of arsenic, cadmium, chromium,
selenium, and silver (less than 0.1 mg/L each), barium (0.370 mg/L), lead (0.480 mg/L), mercury
(less than 0.01 mg/L), and PCBs. As explained in ELPC’s first set of comments, the accuracy of
General III’s results is questionable because of the varying sources of the ASR.'? Given that the
composition of what is shredder fluctuates,'® it is plausible that this sample is not representative
of ASR seen in North Branch nor to be seen on the East Side.

General 111 states that the North Branch waste cannot be indicative of the new facility and
that new waste must be obtained once the facility is operational. Indeed, if General I1l does not
know the characterization of the waste, it should not be able to claim that “no treatment is necessary
to render shredder fluff a non-hazardous waste prior to shipment offsite.” Even if the waste is not
classified as hazardous waste under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act,** that waste can
still be harmful. CDPH should not solely rely upon the claims of General I1l. An independent
entity should collect and test a variety of samples of the waste generated on a consistent and
frequent basis because the materials that General Il processes will vary over time. This

10 Electronic vehicles are not a new technology. See e.g. Zero-Emission Technology Inventory, available
at https://globaldrivetozero.org/tools/zero-emission-technology-inventory/.

11 Application, Addendum 1, Attachment CC.

12 1n addition to arsenic and chromium, a sample found at a residence showed amount of zinc and
strontium. See ELPC’s first set of comments.

13 Because “scrap metal is very heterogeneous in nature, no two loads of incoming material are the same.”
Application, Addendum 1 at 7.

14 Waste is hazardous if it is specifically listed on one of four lists or meets the characteristic of a
hazardous waste (ignitability, corrosivity, reactivity, or toxicity).




information should also be publicly available as the composition of the ASR has an impact on
public health.

ELPC has remaining concerns regarding the transportation for disposal of the ASR and
other residue. In ELPC’s first set of comments, we raised a concern about ASR and other
substances getting into the Calumet River. General Il states in its Addendum that operations will
not conflict with its NDPES permit,® there is a retaining wall, and it will operate in accordance
with the SPCC Plan.'® However, the SPCC Plan and the retaining wall do not alleviate this concern.
If the piles are transported while uncovered from storage bins to storage piles or elsewhere, wind
can carry residue off-site, including to the Calumet River, just as the wind carried the auto shredder
fluff a half-mile away from the North Branch facility. Furthermore, General 11l notes that there
will be a process to treat the water from the facility. However, these plans and the limits that the
water will meet are not evident in the Application. General 11l should have to provide this
information to CDPH and the public should be able to review it.

C. Additional Concerns About Air Pollution
1. Fugitive Pollution

In response to CDPH’s request, General III provided its Fugitive Particulate Operating
Program. The Addendum notes that General 1l does not know the effectiveness of the street
sweeper for removing particulates such as PMo.1” General Iron should be required to demonstrate
that its measures for cleaning and maintenance as required under Section 3.10.10 of the Recycling
Rules, can in fact control and remediate particulate matter pollution offsite.

2. Air Quality Modeling and Monitoring

In its deficiency letter, CDPH asked General 11 to provide more information about the
staging space. General 11l stated that the “drawings it had provided were intended to show the
approximate locations of storage and staging piles and to demonstrate that the amount of space
available at the Facility for such activities is more than adequate.”'® While General 11l may have
the space for its operations, General I11’s uncertainty about the locations for staging, spacing, and
storage of waste!® raises questions about the adequacy of the placement of the air monitors and
Dust Bosses. The placement should be reflective of potential sources of pollution. CDPH should
ascertain whether the placement of the air monitors and Dust Bosses will actually be protective of
air quality.

15 Application, Addendum 1 Attachment K, but the NPDES permit was not actually included in the posted
Application.

16 Application, Addendum 1 at 11.

17 Application, Addendum 1 at 22.

18 Application, Addendum 1 at 7-8.

19 See id.



CDPH also asked General 111 to provide more information about modeling and monitoring
of air emissions.?® The Application indicates that there will be an upwind monitor at the
northwestern corner of the property and two downwind monitors on the eastern and western lines
of the property.?* Placement of monitors is important because it helps determine the level of dust
and other air pollution exposure to the neighboring frontline community. An exceedance of the
PM1o RAL occurs when “during the same 15-minute period, the PM1o concentration measured at
the downwind PM1o monitor minus the PM1o concentration measured at the upwind PM1o monitor
exceeds the PMio RAL (150 ug/m3) for the same 15-minute block average period.”?? This
methodology is concerning because the prevailing winds in the area blow from west to east towards
Washington High School and the residential area—meaning the upwind background monitor is
placed where General 111 suspects that it may detect facility emissions.?®

CDPH has the ability to protect public health by ensuring that the placement and frequency
of the monitoring adequately determines background levels and the Facility’s emissions. Measures
should be in place to ensure that background levels are accurate. There should also be fenceline
monitoring to detect the emissions that would migrate towards the school, parks, and residential
area. Accordingly, the RAL calculation or the placement of the monitors should be revisited.
Furthermore, if CDPH grants General 111 a permit, the monitoring data should be readily accessible
to the public. The surrounding community is downwind from the facility and should have access
to information that affects public health.

This Application is therefore not protective of public health and CDPH should deny it.
D. Public reporting

As explained in ELPC’s first set of comments, the public should have access to the air
quality, water quality, waste management, and traffic information that General Ill gathers. In
gathering this information there are areas where General |11 can be more prescriptive. For instance,
General 111 provides an example of the information that will be recorded for each load of material
entering and exiting the facility.?* This recordkeeping is insufficient to accurately show the impact
of the operations. General 111 should record more information on the vehicle type rather than just
that is presumably a truck, as all trucks are not the same.? This would help track the amount of
particulate matter, NOx, and other pollutants generated from General III’s operations. If CDPH
chooses to propose a draft permit, it must require adequate data from General 11l to protect the
public health.

20 Application, Addendum 1 at 12-15.

21 Application, Section V: Dust Monitoring Plan at 65; Application, Addendum 1 at 15.

22 Application, Section V: Dust Monitoring Plan at 65.

23 Application, Addendum 1 at 15.

24 Application, Addendum 1 at 16 and Attachment U.

% Application, Addendum 1, Attachment U, Example of Load Tracking Documentation (There is a
column for vehicle type and the letter T is listed in all of the rows).

6



IV. Conclusion

For these reasons CDPH should deny General III’s Large Recycling Facility Application.
CDPH has the authority and a duty to deny General I1I’s Application permit. General 11l must cure
all deficiencies before CDPH proposes a permit meant to adequately protect public health and the
environment.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit and your consideration of these comments.

/s Kiana Courtney
Kiana Courtney
kcourtney@elpc.org

/s Susan Mudd
Susan Mudd
smudd@elpc.org

[s Tiffany Werner

Tiffany Werner

tdavis@elpc.org

Environmental Law & Policy Center
35 E Wacker Drive, Ste 1600
Chicago, IL, 60657




From: s.porras9819
Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 6:43 PM
To: envcomments

I [Warning: External email]

Hola,

Mi nombre es Maria soy un padre Me solidarizo con los residentes del distrito 10 del Southeast Side contra General Iron.
En primer lugar, el Departamento de Salud Publica de Chicago (CDPH) y la Comisionada de Salud Publica, la Dra. Allison
Arwady, tienen el deber y la autoridad de proteger la salud publica. Por lo tanto, exijo que el CDPH y la Dra. Arwady
protegen la salud publica ejerciendo su deber, diligencia debida y autoridad para negarle a General Iron el permiso para
operar una fabricas de reciclaje grande en el lado sureste, a unas cuadras de George Washington Highschool

La ciencia detras de la contaminacion que pone en riesgo a la comunidad del sureste es sencilla:

Contaminacion de material particulado (PM10 y PM2.5) se liberara en nuestro medio ambiente desde RMG / General
Iron y entrara en nuestros pulmones comprometiendo aun mas el sistema inmunoldgico de los residentes del distrito 10.
El hecho de que no podamos verlo no significa que no esté alli la contaminacion.

Un estudio conducido por George Washington High School, la escuela secundaria directamente al otro lado de la calle de
RMG / General Iron, encontré que el viento natural tiende a soplar del sureste al noreste, atravesando la ubicacion de
RMG. Tomando en cuenta este hecho natural, por ende el viento llevara contaminantes directamente de la fabrica al
entorno de aprendizaje de nuestros estudiantes y afectara negativamente su salud.

Segun la Agencia de Proteccion Ambiental (EPA) y la Organizacion Mundial de la Salud (WHO), la exposicion crénica a
particulas finas de contaminantes en el aire resulta en tasas mas altas de asma entre jovenes y tasas mas altas de cancer
de pulmon, depresion, menor rendimiento académico y una esperanza de vida significativamente reducida en afios.
Reubicar las operaciones de una instalacion industrial de una comunidad predominantement blanca, a una comunidad
con mayoria de residentes de color, inmigrantes y de clase trabajadora, que ya estan sobrecargados por el legado de
multiples industrias contaminantes, es un excelente ejemplo de racismo ambiental. La Ciudad de Chicago debe denegar
el permiso, para el bien de sus residentes y en acorde a la Ley de Vivienda Justa de EE. UU.

Si no niegan este permiso, el liderazgo de la ciudad de Chicago estara deliberadamente sub-valorando nuestras vidas, y
reduciendo de manera consciente afios de nuestras vidas a expensas de otro depdsito de chatarra

Por estas razones, exijo a la Ciudad de Chicago negar el permiso de RMG / General Iron.Merecemos dignidad.
Merecemos el derecho a una vida plena.. Merecemos aire limpio.

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device



From: Jean

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 6:52 PM
To: envcomments
Subject: FW: Deny RMG Permit

I [Warning: External email]

Receipt requested.

Jean Madigan

From: Jean

Sent: Thursday, January 28, 2021 5:10 PM
To: envcomments@cityofchicago.org
Subject: FW: Deny RMG Permit

Please acknowledge receipt of the document below.

Jean Madigan

From: Jean

Sent: Thursday, January 14, 2021 12:21 AM
To: envcomments@cityofchicago.org
Subject: Deny RMG Permit

| would like to voice my objection to the expansion of RMG on the southeast side of Chicago. | attended the
virtual meeting in December and am concerned about how that platform excluded many from participation. If
this is not a “done deal” | would think that the pandemic we are currently experiencing would be sufficient
reason to halt this expansion, or at least delay further action until we can safely meet in person to discuss

it. The fact that this is even being considered at a time when research is showing that COVID-19 is more lethal
for people who are breathing dirty air is absurd.

“Researchers from Harvard University’s T.H. Chan School of Public Health analyzed data on PM2.5 levels and
COVID-19 deaths from about 3,000 U.S. counties covering 98 percent of the U.S. population. Counties that
averaged just one microgram per cubic meter more PM2.5 in the air had a COVID-19 death rate that was 15
percent higher.”

“If you're getting COVID, and you have been breathing polluted air, it’s really putting gasoline on a fire,” said
Francesca Dominici, a Harvard biostatistics professor and the study’s senior author.

This is in addition to the wide-ranging health damage the environmental toxins of our community cause on their
own. If, as your website states, “the City is committed to working with residents to improve quality of life and mitigate
air pollution in low-income communities and communities of color disproportionately impacted by pollution” why are
we even considering RMG’s expansion to this area? Despite the city saying it is not “a violation of the federal Executive
Order 12868 on Environmental Justice to move General Iron's facility to the southeast side of Chicago,” it is an overt
violation of the commitments Chicago makes to reducing racial & economic segregation when receiving Federal dollars



from the US Dept of Housing and Urban Development. The City has moved a vast majority of industrial businesses from
the rezoned North Branch Industrial Corridor to Industrial Corridors in Black & Latinx majority communities, in addition
to giving 1.3 billion dollars of TIF money to that same area that is not blighted and would be enticing and profitable
without such incentives to developers.

There are many terms the city is using that | find disturbing. We need to be protected from more than “visible”

dust. “Mitigation” is not sufficient to keep our community safe. I still do not know the frequency of “regular”
inspections. | am not comfortable with issues of “on-road mobile emissions sources and PM2.5” being “addressed in
more comprehensive air permitting rules that we plan to develop.” It is imperative that we are protected from PM2.5
now!

History has shown us that watchdog groups put in place to safeguard us end up serving other interests. We continue to
be disappointed by elected officials, but hopefully current events have reminded us of the power of our vote. Do not
assume that we are being fooled. RMG has acknowledged that the background PM10 measured by the IEPA Air Quality
Monitors at GWHS is already at 77micrograms / L. These levels are considered dangerous by the World Health
Organization and are illegal in the European Union. It is imperative that our air become cleaner, not more harmfull We
also know that fines and citations are not effective in preventing additional violations.

For forty years, alongside other concerned citizens, | have worked to defend our community from threats to our health,
our homes, and our children, by taking buses to hearings, attending meetings, signing petitions. It is exhausting, but we
are motivated because it is the right thing to do. Now we need the decision makers and influencers to do the right
thing, too. RMG’s history of polluting our ground, water, and air should be sufficient to deny this permit. Current
regulation is not preventing violations. We need a moratorium on polluting industry in this area already oversaturated
with pollution, not expansion of it. The Chicago Department of Public Health must assert its regulatory authority to
protect the health of Chicago's residents in the 10th Ward. Please deny this permit.

Thank you,
Jean Madigan



From: Naomi Chase

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 6:59 PM
To: envcomments

Subject: RMG Amended Permit Application

Attached for your information, is a letter regarding me being opposed to the expansion of General Iron to the South
Eastside of Chicago.

Sent from Yahoo Mail. Get the app



From: Joanne Kiley
Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 7:09 PM
To: envcomments

Dear Chicago Department of Public Health:

Please reject RMG’s permit application to move General Iron. The current and future health of the area’s residents and
nearby natural areas are at risk.

One of the main reasons my family and I love this city is it's wonderful natural areas, and this move would put important
natural areas in jeopardy. One of the challenges I struggle to reckon with is this city’s disproportionate neglect of our
BIPOC communities.

The move of General Iron would impact the health of nearby residents who are largely of color.

The area in question is also close to the former site of the Jan Ton Farm, a pivotal stop on the Underground Railroad.
Escaping slaves walked on this land, risking their lives to take the perilous journey to freedom.

If the City truly cares about equity, Black people, and the history of Chicago’s involvement in the freedom struggle, then
CDPH should deny RMG’s application for a permit.

Sincerely,

Joanne Kiley



From: Naomi Chase

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 7:26 PM
To: envcomments

Subject: RMG Amended Permit Application
Attachments: Second RMG Letter.docx

Attached to this email is a letter regarding my concerns with the expansion of General Iron to the South Eastside of
Chicago.

Sent from Yahoo Mail. Get the app



Naomi Chase

Chicago, IL. 60617

January 29, 2021

To the Chicago Department of Public Health:

| appreciate you all sharing the newly updated RMG Permit Application as a supplement to the
November 11, 2020 application. However, | am not impressed with blue prints.

Once again, as a longtime resident of the South Deering Manor Community | am opposed to the
General Iron move to the South Eastside of Chicago from the Northside of Chicago.

| say this for the following reasons:

e Itis my understanding that when the stockpiled metal is exposed to water or rain
unknown quantities of coatings/pollutants may be washed onto the ground and into our
city sewer system.

e This expansion would be less than % mile from the Chicago Public School’s George
Washington High School.

e Studies have shown that residents of the South Eastside neighborhood are more likely
to be diagnosed with cancer than any other area in Chicago. To me, this shows total
disregard for our residents.

e Due to the Lincoln Park residents complaining about pollution, General Iron was kicked
out of the North Side Chicago neighborhood at the end of 2020 by Mayor Lori Lightfoot.

Finally, if it’s not safe for Lincoln Park then surely it’s not safe for the South Eastside of Chicago
residents.



From: Julia

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 8:00 PM
To: envcomments

Subject: Reject RMG's Permit Request

Dear Chicago Department of Public Health:

| am writing to ask that you please reject RMG’s permit application to move General Iron. The current and future health
of the area’s residents and nearby natural areas are at risk.

The move of General Iron would impact the health of nearby residents who are largely people of color.

The area in question is also close to the former site of the Jan Ton Farm, a pivotal stop on the Underground Railroad.
Escaping slaves walked on this land, risking their lives to take the perilous journey to freedom.

If the City truly cares about equity, Black people, and the history of Chicago’s involvement in the freedom struggle, then
CDPH should deny RMG'’s application for a permit.

Sincerely,
Julia Kiley (60657)



From: Citlalli Garcia

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 8:25 PM
To: envcomments
Subject: PUBLIC COMMENT

I [Warning: External email]

Hello,

My name is Citlalli Garcia and | am resident. | stand in solidarity with 10th ward South East Side residents
against General Iron. Firstly, the Chicago Department of Public Health (CDPH) and Public Health
Commissioner Dr. Allison Arwady has a duty and the authority to protect the public’s health. Therefore, |
demand that CDPH and Dr. Arwady protect the public’s health by exercising their duty, due diligence, and
authority to deny General Iron the permit to operate a Large Recycling facility on the Southeast Side.

The science behind the pollution putting the SE side community at risk is simple:

e Particulate matter (PM 10 & PM 2.5) will be released into our environment from RMG/General Iron and
go into

e ourlungs and further compromise the immune system of 10th Ward residents. Just because we cannot
see it does not mean it is not there.

A study conducted by George Washington Highschool, the high school directly across the road from
RMG/General

e Iron, found winds from RMG’s location to blow Southwest to Northeast. With the wind pattern present,
the wind will carry pollutants directly to the learning environment of our students and negatively impact
their health.

According to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the World Health Organization (WHO),
chronic

e exposure to particulate matter and air pollutants results in higher asthma rates amongst adolescents,
higher lung cancer rates, depression, lower academic performance, and a decreased life span.

Moving an industrial facility’s operations from a gentrified, mostly white neighborhood to a community with
majority Black, Brown, Immigrant, and working-class residents already overburdened with polluting industry is
a prime example of environmental racism. The City must deny the permit if it is to be in compliance with the US
Fair Housing Act.

If you all do not deny this permit, you all are signing away valuable years of our lives at the expense of another
scrap metal yard.

Deny RMG/General Iron’s permit to operate a Large Recycling Facility. We deserve clean air.



Sincerely,

Citlalli Garcia



From: Elizabeth Bach

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 8:47 PM
To: envcomments
Subject: RMG expansion comment

I [Warning: External email]

To the Chicago Department of Public Health,

| encourage the CDPH to reject the air pollution control and large recycling facility permit applications by Reserve
Management Group (RMG) for expansion of the General Iron metal recycling operation to 11600 Burley Ave.

The community around this site already bears a higher burden of air pollution than other parts of Chicago. Air quality is
poor on the Southeast side. Soil analyses near Washington High School show high levels of harmful metals, and arsenic
and lead recently had to be remediated from Hegewisch Little League field.

The southeast side harbors several natural areas that are home to wildlife and provide important cultural and personal
connections for the people in this community. Big Marsh, Indian Marsh, Eggers Grove Forest Preserve, and William
Powers Recreation are all within walking distance (and downwind) of the proposed General Iron site. The city of Chicago,
Forest Preserve District of Cook County, Illinois DNR, The Nature Conservancy, and local residents have invested in these
sites, both for nature and for the people in this community. Expansion of metal recycling will negatively impact wildlife
and deteriorate these rare natural areas.

It is time for the people of Chicago, and lllinois, to stand-up for communities that have born disproportionate burdens of
environmental pollution for generations. A key first step is to prevent additional pollution in these communities, such as
the requested expansion of operations by RMG at the General Iron facility. During a pandemic of a respiratory virus,
which has impacted black and brown communities to a much greater degree than white communities, it is more
important than ever to ensure the people of southeast Chicago have access to the same air quality experienced in other
parts of Chicago. | urge you to deny these permits and commit to a better future for the people of southeast Chicago.

Sincerely,
Elizabeth Bach
Oregon, IL

"I can't help thinking of the claim that healthy soils make healthy people, and as an extension, | am intrigued by the
thought that good soils make good people. .." Hans Jenny



From: Cristina Rodriguez

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 8:53 PM

To: envcomments

Subject: NO to RMG General Iron!!! REJECT the Permit Application!!

Dear Mayor Lightfoot,

I'm writing to express once again my extreme concerns related to General Iron's (RMG Large
Facility Permit Application) planned relocation to Chicago's East Side neighborhood. This
company has a history of causing high rates of pollution that impacts surrounding communities.
Moving this facility from the wealthy Lincoln Park neighborhood to the under resourced, primarily
LatinX community is environmental racism!! It's deplorable that this is being considered. Last
year, there was a major explosion at the General Iron's current location on the north side of
Chicago.

This company should NOT be allowed to operate in our city and should not relocate to the south
side. It's obvious that the impact of this company's operations would cause harmful

consequences to the health of residents in the community -- the permit request should be
rejected.

I am a resident in the community which already has pollution and materials from the old steel
mill plants that negatively impact the community and is a huge public health

concern. Additionally, the toxic fumes from the manufacturing plants and refineries in
Whiting,Indiana constantly travel to our neighborhood and terrible fumes can be smelled. These
toxic fumes are negatively impacting the health of residents in the surrounding areas and it's
appalling that anyone is considering the authorization of yet another pollution-causing company
to operate in our already very disadvantaged neighborhood.

We are counting on you to protect the health of south side residents the same way you have
prioritized responding to COVID-19 to protect all Chicagoans. Thanks for your attention to this
matter and for understanding the urgency and dire need to protect the health of the residents of
the 10th ward. No to General Iron / RMG!!

Thank you,
Cristina Rodriguez



From: John Heroff

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 8:58 PM
To: envcomments

Cc: Frank Pucci

Subject: RMG Comments

Attachments: RMG_Comments_1.29.21.pdf

Good Evening,
Please see the attached comments regarding the proposed RMG expansion from Alderwoman Sadlowski-Garza.

John Heroff

This e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain
legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail (or the person
responsible for delivering this document to the intended recipient), you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution, printing or copying of this e-mail, and any attachment thereto, is strictly prohibited. If you have received
this e-mail in error, please respond to the individual sending the message, and permanently delete the original and any
copy of any e-mail and printout thereof.



January 29th, 2021

Dear Commissioner Arwady,

As Alderwoman of Chicago's 10th Ward | strongly request a delay in issuing any permit for RMG's
proposed expansion until the federal complaint filed by the federal Department of Housing and
Development which was referred to the U.S. Department of Justice can be reviewed. While | am proud
of the work the Chicago Department of Health, Mayor Lightfoot, myself and others have done to
improve the permitting process and create new rules for large recycling facilities, the fact remains that
there are questions about the rezoning of the North Branch that facilitated this expansion that need to
be addressed.

Chicago's planned manufacturing districts (PMDs) were originally created to ensure the City maintained
a strong industrial base and a diversity of jobs. Yet when large real estate interests felt there was money
to be made by driving industry out of the North Branch Corridor, the City of Chicago under the previous
mayoral administration created a "modernization" process to remove manufacturing and industry from
that corridor and facilitated agreements with large industrial users, including General Iron, to relocate to
the South and West sides. At the time, | voted with many of my colleagues in opposition to this deal.
Now, the U.S. Department of Justice has now opened an investigation into this same rotten deal that
myself and many of my colleagues questioned at the time.

This last summer, | strongly urged the lllinois Environmental Protection Agency to delay issuing any
permits through their regulatory process until such time as meaningful public comment could be
provided. At the time, the IEPA rejected my request and instead chose to issue a permit after a virtual
town hall that did not include Spanish translation despite the heavy Latinx population of my Ward. The
IEPA is now being investigated by the U.S. EPA's External Civil Rights Compliance Office for possible
violations of my constituents’ civil rights.

While we cannot undo the "modernization" of the North Branch corridor, we can delay any further
permitting for facilities relocated by this rezoning until the pending investigation by the Department of
Justice has completed. | strongly believe that the interests of health, fairness, and transparency
necessitate a delay in issuing any permits associated with these zoning changes while this investigation
is completed.



From: Ricardo DelLeon

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 9:19 PM
To: envcomments
Subject: Request to Reject RMG Permit

I [Warning: External email]

Mayor Lightfoot,
Good evening.

I'm a lifelong resident of Chicago’s East Side neighborhood, | am writing to you once again to very strongly
oppose the relocation of General Iron / RMG to my community. We are already significantly burdened with
high pollution from surrounding manufacturing companies and the BP refinery.

We also have ongoing issues and negative health impacts related to the toxic environment left behind by the
old steel mills. Allowing this company to relocate to the south side is a form of environmental racism and our
community does not deserve this.

This community needs to be protected by the EPA and our government officials. If RMG / General Iron is
allowed into our neighborhood, it will be a significant setback and pose a profound negative impact on our
community’s well being. We are suffering from high cancer rates and respiratory problems.

Please REJECT their request and permit and protect our residents — we are relying on you to do the right
thing and support environmental justice and our public’s health.

Thank you for your time, our community is depending on you now more than ever.

Respectfully,
Ricardo Del.eon



From: Fiona Casey

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 11:58 PM
To: envcomments

Subject: RMG Public Comment _ Fiona Casey

I [Warning: External email]

Hi, my name is Fiona Casey. | am a resident of Chicago and submitting this public comment for the facility
application of RMG.

Regarding details of the application:

Why is <2.5 particulate
matter not included in the air pollution study?

What is being done to prevent

the current contamination in the site from being distrubed by construction and facility operations? This
application says that 22,000 square feet of the property must be made of gravel because the equipment
and technique of shredding is so “abrasive” it would

destroy cement. And it won’t disrupt the so0il?? It won’t leak “any stormwater”!?

The only way they are keeping
combustibles out of their metal pile is by hanging posters asking metal scrappers not to pick these
items up?

How can the air pollution

thresholds mean anything if they are reported over a 24 hour period? Dumping, shredding, and fires
are likely to cause pollution in cycles and high peaks that occur for short periods of time. What happens
when that peak coincides with dismissal at Washington

Elementary School? Or when the cross country team is practicing at the adjacent park?

This entire application



e is slap dash. The application submitted prior to this version accidentally provided wind direction data
from O’Hare while the written section referred to Midway! Who is checking this?

But | do not want to dwell on these points and avoid the underlying problem: you are considering approving a
permit to move a major polluter into a community facing some of the greatest cumulative pollution in
the city.

How can you allow this metal shredder to go in when an elementary school is directly downwind?

Siting a major metal shredder in the kind of mistake we expect to have seen sixty years ago and are now
having to clean up saying “how blatantly racist, how unjust! How long do you think this facility is going to last
once approved? Northern Metals Recycling in northern Minneapolis was shut down by community organizers
just a few years ago. RMG acquired this facility in part because the community of Lincoln Park wanted it out!
This is the most textbook example of environmental racism and injustice, how in God’s name can it be
happening in 20217



Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 11:58 PM

To: envcomments; envcomment@cityofchicago.org
Subject: Comments on RMG Expansion revision
Attachments: comments2.pdf; comments2.docx

I [Warning: External email]

| am attaching a copy of revised comments for the public comment period on the revised application provided for the
proposed General I, LLC (d/b/a Southside Recycling) Large Recycling Facility permit prepared for Southside Recycling by
RK & Associates, Inc. The attached contains the comments and supporting documents. A text version of the comments
is below:

Good evening,

My name is Robert Garcia, | am a current East side resident, and | am writing additional comments in response to the
revised application provided for the proposed General lll, LLC (d/b/a Southside Recycling) Large Recycling Facility permit
prepared for Southside Recycling by RK & Associates, Inc. While the revised application provides more clarity into
certain aspects of the operation, additional clarity is needed in the revisions. The revisions help address concerns raised
about the pavement requirements. However, additional clarity is requested as to whether the companies parent
operator and lessor will allow material or other operations to occur outside of the paved area.

The additional information provided also raises additional concerns that require clarity, particularly in regard to the
contents of “shredder fluff” and what procedures are done to ensure it will only consist of non-hazardous material.

In the previous comments | mentioned that these points were not thoroughly addressed. They remain unaddressed in
the revised application.

1 Based on Section 11-4-2640 section D the facility application proposal does not meet the fencing requirements.

2 Due to the acquisitioned sites history of violations insufficient evidence is provided to decide as to whether any person
having control of applicant or any of its proposed operations, has, within the past three years, violated any federal,
state, or local laws.

Upon review of the amended application, | would like to raise the following additional concerns:

3 In accordance with 11-4-2640 section A while the amended application helps address some of the concerns on
pavement, additional clarity is requested on whether General lll, LLC (d/b/a Southside Recycling) will engage with its
parent company Reserve Management Group or any of its other subsidiaries to store material, engage in operations, or
allow material to be stored, acquired, processed, or otherwise used on adjacent sites and unpaved property.

4 The applicants trust and observation procedures for monitoring and controlling hazardous materials along with its
metal sampling plan is deficient according to 3.9.14.2.

5 Additional information is being requested regarding “shredder fluff” or Auto Shredder Residue (ASR) along with any
plans, assurances, procedures, and monitoring in accordance with 11-4-760 (a,b) in addition to methods of ensuring it
only consists of non-hazardous material.

| am revising the original comments | submitted along with additional comments for your review. Items have been
numbered for your convenience and additional comments are added based on the amended application contents.

1. Fencing requirements
Section 11-4-2640 section D of the Chicago municipal code on recycling facility requirements states:



“(d) Every premises or enclosure, except a completely enclosed building, now or hereafter used as a recycling facility,
shall be entirely surrounded by a solid fence eight feet in height which is so constructed as to completely obscure all
materials stored or kept within the boundaries thereof, provided that, if the commissioner determines that it would be
physically impractical to comply, the commissioner may waive the requirements that all such stored or kept materials
must be completely obscured. A screen capture of the code section is included as Item A1.”

ltem Al: Municipal code 11-4-2640

Page V-45 from the application permit contains an "approximate limit" as specified by the company of the sites
processing area. This processing area extends from the railroad tracks on the east to the river on the west with northern
and southern boundaries that extend beyond the leased area. A copy of this is included as Item A2

Iltem A2: Proposed site approximate limit

The sites leased area limit also as identified in section V-8 of the application extends to the same limits both east and
west. A copy of this is included in Item A3.

Item A3: Proposed leased area limit

According to the publication City of Chicago rules - Rules for large recycling facilities effective June 5, 2020:

"Facility" means the land and all structures, equipment, and ancillary fixtures on said land used to Process, Store, or
Recycle materials, including structures, buildings, scales, roadways, parking areas, queuing areas, fences, Tipping Floors,
Processing equipment, Processing Areas, Staging Areas, and monitoring stations.

This is confirmed in 17-17-0105-D of the municipal code which defines Recycling facility as:

Any building, portion of building or area in which Type A, Type B, Type C or Type D recyclable material is collected,
stored, or processed for the purpose of marketing the material for use as raw material in the manufacturing process of

new, reused, or reconstituted products.

Therefore, in accordance with 11-4-2640 section D and 17-17-0105-D the site, whose borders extend to near the
railroad and the river, is considered a facility which has a fencing requirement.

This is further detailed by the applicant in figure R1 of attachment R and in item A4 below.

Item A4: Figure showing preliminary plan.

The figure from the proposed plan shows the area of operation extend towards the area’s perimeter.

The only mention of fencing however, in the application proposal is an assertion that the site will contain security
fencing on the north boundary and northern part of the east boundary, fencing and a berm on the southern boundary
and the river on the west. This is on section V-13 and described as part of the ambient air boundaries. A copy of this is
included as A5.

Iltem A5: ambient air boundary fencing description

Two images obtained from social media are included that show this boundary and existing site fencing. The first item A6
shows the boundary next to a stick approximately 6ft in height. The second imageF.jpg shows the fencing.

Item A6: Security fence approximate 6ft stick
Item A7: Security chain link fence

As per my understanding section 11-4-2640 section D require a solid fence that is 8ft in height. | feel the intentions of
this should be in helping to prevent dust from leaving the site as much as it is to preserve area aesthetics through



screening and provide security for the site. The current 6ft chain link fence does not meet this requirement. Failure to
meet this requirement presents a risk to both the health and safety of residents like myself and children who live in
proximity to the site. This should also be extended to the security monitoring requirements.

2. Pavement requirements

Second, the amended application improves upon the previous by addressing some concerns related to 11-4-2640
section A. However, there are additional concerns as to what the relationship will be with the facilities parent company
Reserve Management Group and any other subsidiary companies that may be leasing adjacent sites.

According to section A:

“(a) Receptacles for the storage of recyclable materials, any processing equipment and other facility operations shall
be located on paved or concrete surfaces which may include asphalt, stone or gravel when deemed appropriate by the
commissioner or completely enclosed within a building.”

While the amended application has addressed some the pavement requirements on the approximate leased location,
aerial photos (B1) suggest that RMG may allow its subsidiaries to use property for storage outside of bounded lease
agreements. Aerial photos show material stored outside of the boundaries of South Shore Recycling’s (SSR) lease
agreement with RMG that appear to be from SSR. This arrangement can potentially allow General Iron Il to bypass
elements of 11-4-2640 section A by allowing the applicant to store, use or process material outside of the paved leased
space.

Iltem B1: Aerial photo of site material storage outside of leased boundaries

The image labeled B2 shows how Southshore recycling currently stores some material on roads which are not paved in
accordance with 11-4-2640 A.

Iltem B2: Aerial photo of site material storage
The image labeled B3 shows the extent of this bulk storage of material on nonpaved surfaces in land that includes the
parts of the proposed facility.

Iltem B3: Aerial photo of site material storage on unpaved road
The image labeled B4 shows how close to the river potential material may be stored.

B4: Aerial photo of site material storage near waterway

| believe the rule exists to provide needed protections. The failure to store material on paved roads allows for metals
and other material to engrain itself in ground dust. Research has shown the dangers of metals and other particulates on
similar brownfields sites. While the application models the potential PM10 impact there is no indication it accounts for
the transient dust nor does it cover the more concerning PM 2.5 impacts. Further, the photos also show the proximity of
the site to exposed river with no barriers. The photos show how material is already mixing with what appears liquids.
This presents a hazard to the waterways. While, | appreciate the applicant amending their proposal to comply with the
paving requirements, additional clarity is needed to ensure that the applicant will not be using non-paved land provided
by its parent or any other subsidiaries of its parent to bypass the requirements of 11-4-2640 section A.

3. Relationships between General Iron and General Iron Il employment

Third, the application does not include sufficient information to decide as discussed in the city of Chicago publication
titled recycling facility permits under 2-112 and 11-4. Page 3 of the publication section 4 discusses city rules that allow
the commissioner to deny or refuse to renew permits if it is shown that:

“(1') the applicant, or any owner or officer of the applicant, or any person having control of applicant or any of its
operations, has, within the past three years, violated any federal, state or local laws, regulations, standards, permit
conditions, or ordinances in the operation of any junk facility, recycling facility, or any other type of waste or recyclable



materials handling facility or site, including, but not limited to, the operation of a junk, recycling, or waste handling
facility without required permits; “
A copy of this is included in item C1.

Item C1: city rule on history of compliance

In accordance the applicant provides no information on who will be operating or managing the facility. Reports have
suggested and statements from RMG indicate that employees will be hired directly from the current General Iron facility
which recently closed in Lincoln Park. While RMG has assumed ownership of the facility and is applying under a separate
entity, the site has received numerous citations for violations of local, state and federal law in the past several years.
Some of these violations such as the explosion for which it was cited by the city of Chicago in June of 2020 occurred
following its acquisition.

According to the news article “Southeast Siders Tell General Iron’s Owner, City: We Don’t Want Your Metal Scrapper
Here”, RMG spokesperson Randall Samborn stated that most existing General Iron employees are expected to move to
the Southside recycling center. A screenshot from the article is provided as image item C2.

Item C2: clip from article on hiring considerations.

The permit application makes no mention of which employees, managers, directors or other decision makers who may
have been involved with either General Iron or General Iron following the RMG acquisition during the time of its
violations will remain.

To comply the applicant needs to provide information that can allow the city to decide if any of the new site’s decision
makers were involved in previous violations. Any continued involvement by any known violators would violate city rules
and expand the responsibility for liabilities in the event similar violations occur.

4. Deficiencies in hazard monitoring, reporting, and concerns over trust and observation procedures

The descriptions provided for monitoring, controlling, and reporting Hazardous waste are deficient and do not comply
with requirements to decide on their compliance.

In accordance with the updated Rules for Large Recycling Facilities 3.9.14.2:

“An estimate of Waste in tons to be generated at the Facility each month, broken down by activity, and categorized by
Waste type (Municipal Waste, Special Waste, Hazardous Waste, Universal Waste, Liquid Waste, etc.). Waste may
include residue generated from the Processing of Recyclable Materials, cleaning and housekeeping activities, and Waste
from filter media and pollution control devices.”

Iltem D1 provides the descriptions supplied by the applicant. The applicant does not detail the waste type nor the waste
in relation to waste generating activities.

Iltem D1: Waste generation estimates from applicant.

This makes it difficult to evaluate the application in terms of compliance and whether monitoring for different aspects of
waste is sufficient. The current procedures outlined by the company rely on observation by employees and trust that
providers will comply with suggestions on which material to disclose. The applicant provides a description in which they
discuss an ongoing effort to educate their suppliers on hazard materials. This suggests that suppliers may not already be
aware of hazards contained in the material they are providing to SSR. Suppliers unaware of hazardous waste in their
supplies may not take advantage of SSR’s incentive program. Therefore, there can be no reliance that suppliers will
successfully disclose hazards. SSR, suggests that there are also levels of employee observations that take

place. However, each level relies on visual inspection of large amounts of bulk material the contents of which are not
being individually evaluated. This presents a challenge that the site may miss items that, even if detected, may for a time
be stored or processed. As a result, additional clarity on processes that are in place to ensure, monitor, detect and
respond in cases that material is missed during observations is being requested. Further, the list seems overly general
and broad. The estimates do not include any indication of what the waste material may consist of or if the grouping
includes other substances such as vehicle antifreeze, etc. that may be processed.



5. Lack of clear plan on handling ASR or “shredder fluff” and monitoring, control plan to ensure it only consists of non-
hazardous material.

In accordance with 11-4-760 Handling and storage of material susceptible to becoming windborne as site must:

“(a) Material handling: No person shall cause or permit the use, handling, loading, unloading, storing, depositing, or
scattering of any substance or material that may become airborne or be scattered by the wind without taking
reasonable precautions to minimize windborne particulate matter.

(b) Material storage: No person shall operate or maintain, or cause to be operated or maintained, any building,
structure, premises, open area, right-of-way, or enterprise which contains, uses or involves any substance or material
that may become airborne or be scattered by the wind without taking reasonable precautions to minimize windborne
particulate matter.”

In the previous section a list of potential waste sources was included. However, the descriptions on “shredder fluff” are
overly broad and the application does not detail what procedures will be in place to monitor and control it. The process
of car shredding and handling often leads to what is known as Automotive Shredder Residue or ASR. It is unclear
whether ASR is the material the applicant is referring to as “shredder fluff” or if it is something else. Additional clarity on
the composition of the “shredder fluff” the applicant is referring to is requested. If the applicant is referring to ASR, ASR
typically consists of plastics, glass, fiber, rubber, dirt in addition to liquids or substances it may have acquired during
processing. ASR often contains hazardous wastes including but not limited to lead, cadmium and PCB. As parts of this
material can be tiny in size it can become air borne or seep into waterways. Therefore, additional clarification is
requested about this “shredder fluff”, how the company will assure it is not contaminated with hazardous waste and if it
is, how the company intends to manage, store, and contain the waste to ensure it does not accumulate and become
airborne.

| thank you for your time and consideration. While, | am not opposed to new area developments, | believe that area
industry needs comply with the minimal legal obligations for protecting the health and property of residents, the
environment and at the very least should provide a realizable benefit to area residents. Failure to comply with the city
requirements puts the lives, health, and property of nearby residents like myself at risk. Despite the additions to the
application, | feel there are still too many outstanding concerns that have not been reasonably addressed and therefore |
feel that at this point the permit should be denied.

| thank for your time in reviewing these comments and trust you will do what is right to protect the lives, property, and
health of local residents by ensuring our laws are properly enforced.

Sent with ProtonMail Secure Email.



Good evening,

My name is Robert Garcia, | am a current East side resident, and | am writing additional comments in
response to the revised application provided for the proposed General Ill, LLC (d/b/a Southside
Recycling) Large Recycling Facility permit prepared for Southside Recycling by RK & Associates, Inc.
While the revised application provides more clarity into certain aspects of the operation, additional
clarity is needed in the revisions. The revisions help address concerns raised about the pavement
requirements. However, additional clarity is requested as to whether the companies parent operator
and lessor will allow material or other operations to occur outside of the paved area.

The additional information provided also raises additional concerns that require clarity, particularly in
regard to the contents of “shredder fluff” and what procedures are done to ensure it will only consist of
non-hazardous material.

In the previous comments | mentioned that these points were not thoroughly addressed. They remain
unaddressed in the revised application.

1 Based on Section 11-4-2640 section D the facility application proposal does not meet the fencing
requirements.

2 Due to the acquisitioned sites history of violations insufficient evidence is provided to decide as
to whether any person having control of applicant or any of its proposed operations, has, within
the past three years, violated any federal, state, or local laws.

Upon review of the amended application, | would like to raise the following additional concerns:

3 Inaccordance with 11-4-2640 section A while the amended application helps address some of
the concerns on pavement, additional clarity is requested on whether General Ill, LLC (d/b/a
Southside Recycling) will engage with its parent company Reserve Management Group or any of
its other subsidiaries to store material, engage in operations, or allow material to be stored,
acquired, processed, or otherwise used on adjacent sites and unpaved property.

4  The applicants trust and observation procedures for monitoring and controlling hazardous
materials along with its metal sampling plan is deficient according to 3.9.14.2.

5 Additional information is being requested regarding “shredder fluff” or Auto Shredder Residue
(ASR) along with any plans, assurances, procedures, and monitoring in accordance with 11-4-760
(a,b) in addition to methods of ensuring it only consists of non-hazardous material.

| am revising the original comments | submitted along with additional comments for your review. Items
have been numbered for your convenience and additional comments are added based on the amended
application contents.



1. Fencing requirements
Section 11-4-2640 section D of the Chicago municipal code on recycling facility requirements states:

“(d) Every premises or enclosure, except a completely enclosed building, now or hereafter used as a
recycling facility, shall be entirely surrounded by a solid fence eight feet in height which is so
constructed as to completely obscure all materials stored or kept within the boundaries thereof,
provided that, if the commissioner determines that it would be physically impractical to comply, the
commissioner may waive the requirements that all such stored or kept materials must be completely
obscured. A screen capture of the code section is included as Item Al1.”

Item Al: Municipal code 11-4-2640

Page V-45 from the application permit contains an "approximate limit" as specified by the company of
the sites processing area. This processing area extends from the railroad tracks on the east to the river
on the west with northern and southern boundaries that extend beyond the leased area. A copy of this
is included as Item A2



Item A2: Proposed site approximate limit

The sites leased area limit also as identified in section V-8 of the application extends to the same limits
both east and west. A copy of this is included in Item A3.



Item A3: Proposed leased area limit

According to the publication City of Chicago rules - Rules for large recycling facilities effective June 5,
2020:



"Facility" means the land and all structures, equipment, and ancillary fixtures on said land used to
Process, Store, or Recycle materials, including structures, buildings, scales, roadways, parking areas,
gueuing areas, fences, Tipping Floors, Processing equipment, Processing Areas, Staging Areas, and
monitoring stations.

This is confirmed in 17-17-0105-D of the municipal code which defines Recycling facility as:

Any building, portion of building or area in which Type A, Type B, Type C or Type D recyclable material is
collected, stored, or processed for the purpose of marketing the material for use as raw material in the
manufacturing process of new, reused, or reconstituted products.

Therefore, in accordance with 11-4-2640 section D and 17-17-0105-D the site, whose borders extend to
near the railroad and the river, is considered a facility which has a fencing requirement.

This is further detailed by the applicant in figure R1 of attachment R and in item A4 below.
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Item A4: Figure showing preliminary plan.
The figure from the proposed plan shows the area of operation extend towards the area’s perimeter.

The only mention of fencing however, in the application proposal is an assertion that the site will
contain security fencing on the north boundary and northern part of the east boundary, fencing and a
berm on the southern boundary and the river on the west. This is on section V-13 and described as part
of the ambient air boundaries. A copy of this is included as A5.



Item A5: ambient air boundary fencing description

Two images obtained from social media are included that show this boundary and existing site fencing.
The first item A6 shows the boundary next to a stick approximately 6ft in height. The second imageF.jpg
shows the fencing.

Item A6: Security fence approximate 6ft stick

Item A7: Security chain link fence



As per my understanding section 11-4-2640 section D require a solid fence that is 8ft in height. | feel the
intentions of this should be in helping to prevent dust from leaving the site as much as it is to preserve
area aesthetics through screening and provide security for the site. The current 6ft chain link fence does
not meet this requirement. Failure to meet this requirement presents a risk to both the health and
safety of residents like myself and children who live in proximity to the site. This should also be
extended to the security monitoring requirements.

2. Pavement requirements

Second, the amended application improves upon the previous by addressing some concerns related to
11-4-2640 section A. However, there are additional concerns as to what the relationship will be with the
facilities parent company Reserve Management Group and any other subsidiary companies that may be
leasing adjacent sites.

According to section A:

“(a) Receptacles for the storage of recyclable materials, any processing equipment and other facility
operations shall be located on paved or concrete surfaces which may include asphalt, stone or gravel
when deemed appropriate by the commissioner or completely enclosed within a building.”

While the amended application has addressed some the pavement requirements on the approximate
leased location, aerial photos (B1) suggest that RMG may allow its subsidiaries to use property for
storage outside of bounded lease agreements. Aerial photos show material stored outside of the
boundaries of South Shore Recycling’s (SSR) lease agreement with RMG that appear to be from SSR.
This arrangement can potentially allow General Iron Ill to bypass elements of 11-4-2640 section A by
allowing the applicant to store, use or process material outside of the paved leased space.

Item B1: Aerial photo of site material storage outside of leased boundaries



The image labeled B2 shows how Southshore recycling currently stores some material on roads which
are not paved in accordance with 11-4-2640 A.

Item B2: Aerial photo of site material storage

The image labeled B3 shows the extent of this bulk storage of material on nonpaved surfaces in land
that includes the parts of the proposed facility.

Item B3: Aerial photo of site material storage on unpaved road

The image labeled B4 shows how close to the river potential material may be stored.



B4: Aerial photo of site material storage near waterway

| believe the rule exists to provide needed protections. The failure to store material on paved roads
allows for metals and other material to engrain itself in ground dust. Research has shown the dangers of
metals and other particulates on similar brownfields sites. While the application models the potential
PM10 impact there is no indication it accounts for the transient dust nor does it cover the more
concerning PM 2.5 impacts. Further, the photos also show the proximity of the site to exposed river with
no barriers. The photos show how material is already mixing with what appears liquids. This presents a
hazard to the waterways. While, | appreciate the applicant amending their proposal to comply with the
paving requirements, additional clarity is needed to ensure that the applicant will not be using non-
paved land provided by its parent or any other subsidiaries of its parent to bypass the requirements of
11-4-2640 section A.

3. Relationships between General Iron and General Iron Ill employment

Third, the application does not include sufficient information to decide as discussed in the city of
Chicago publication titled recycling facility permits under 2-112 and 11-4. Page 3 of the publication
section 4 discusses city rules that allow the commissioner to deny or refuse to renew permits if it is
shown that:

“(1) the applicant, or any owner or officer of the applicant, or any person having control of applicant or
any of its operations, has, within the past three years, violated any federal, state or local laws,
regulations, standards, permit conditions, or ordinances in the operation of any junk facility, recycling
facility, or any other type of waste or recyclable materials handling facility or site, including, but not
limited to, the operation of a junk, recycling, or waste handling facility without required permits; “

A copy of this is included in item C1.



Item C1.: city rule on history of compliance

In accordance the applicant provides no information on who will be operating or managing the facility.
Reports have suggested and statements from RMG indicate that employees will be hired directly from
the current General Iron facility which recently closed in Lincoln Park. While RMG has assumed
ownership of the facility and is applying under a separate entity, the site has received numerous
citations for violations of local, state and federal law in the past several years. Some of these violations
such as the explosion for which it was cited by the city of Chicago in June of 2020 occurred following its
acquisition.

According to the news article “Southeast Siders Tell General Iron’s Owner, City: We Don’t Want Your
Metal Scrapper Here”, RMG spokesperson Randall Samborn stated that most existing General Iron
employees are expected to move to the Southside recycling center. A screenshot from the article is
provided as image item C2.



Item C2: clip from article on hiring considerations.

The permit application makes no mention of which employees, managers, directors or other decision
makers who may have been involved with either General Iron or General Iron following the RMG
acquisition during the time of its violations will remain.

To comply the applicant needs to provide information that can allow the city to decide if any of the new
site’s decision makers were involved in previous violations. Any continued involvement by any known
violators would violate city rules and expand the responsibility for liabilities in the event similar
violations occur.

4. Deficiencies in hazard monitoring, reporting, and concerns over trust and observation
procedures

The descriptions provided for monitoring, controlling, and reporting Hazardous waste are deficient and
do not comply with requirements to decide on their compliance.

In accordance with the updated Rules for Large Recycling Facilities 3.9.14.2:

“An estimate of Waste in tons to be generated at the Facility each month, broken down by activity, and
categorized by Waste type (Municipal Waste, Special Waste, Hazardous Waste, Universal Waste, Liquid
Waste, etc.). Waste may include residue generated from the Processing of Recyclable Materials,
cleaning and housekeeping activities, and Waste from filter media and pollution control devices.”

Iltem D1 provides the descriptions supplied by the applicant. The applicant does not detail the waste
type nor the waste in relation to waste generating activities.

Item D1: Waste generation estimates from applicant.



This makes it difficult to evaluate the application in terms of compliance and whether monitoring for
different aspects of waste is sufficient. The current procedures outlined by the company rely on
observation by employees and trust that providers will comply with suggestions on which material to
disclose. The applicant provides a description in which they discuss an ongoing effort to educate their
suppliers on hazard materials. This suggests that suppliers may not already be aware of hazards
contained in the material they are providing to SSR. Suppliers unaware of hazardous waste in their
supplies may not take advantage of SSR’s incentive program. Therefore, there can be no reliance that
suppliers will successfully disclose hazards. SSR, suggests that there are also levels of employee
observations that take place. However, each level relies on visual inspection of large amounts of bulk
material the contents of which are not being individually evaluated. This presents a challenge that the
site may miss items that, even if detected, may for a time be stored or processed. As a result, additional
clarity on processes that are in place to ensure, monitor, detect and respond in cases that material is
missed during observations is being requested. Further, the list seems overly general and broad. The
estimates do not include any indication of what the waste material may consist of or if the grouping
includes other substances such as vehicle antifreeze, etc. that may be processed.

5. Lack of clear plan on handling ASR or “shredder fluff” and monitoring, control plan to ensure it
only consists of non-hazardous material.

In accordance with 11-4-760 Handling and storage of material susceptible to becoming windborne as
site must:

“(a) Material handling: No person shall cause or permit the use, handling, loading, unloading, storing,
depositing, or scattering of any substance or material that may become airborne or be scattered by the
wind without taking reasonable precautions to minimize windborne particulate matter.

(b) Material storage: No person shall operate or maintain, or cause to be operated or maintained, any
building, structure, premises, open area, right-of-way, or enterprise which contains, uses or involves any
substance or material that may become airborne or be scattered by the wind without taking reasonable
precautions to minimize windborne particulate matter.”

In the previous section a list of potential waste sources was included. However, the descriptions on
“shredder fluff” are overly broad and the application does not detail what procedures will be in place to
monitor and control it. The process of car shredding and handling often leads to what is known as
Automotive Shredder Residue or ASR. It is unclear whether ASR is the material the applicant is referring
to as “shredder fluff” or if it is something else. Additional clarity on the composition of the “shredder
fluff” the applicant is referring to is requested. If the applicant is referring to ASR, ASR typically consists
of plastics, glass, fiber, rubber, dirt in addition to liquids or substances it may have acquired during
processing. ASR often contains hazardous wastes including but not limited to lead, cadmium and PCB.
As parts of this material can be tiny in size it can become air borne or seep into waterways. Therefore,
additional clarification is requested about this “shredder fluff”, how the company will assure it is not
contaminated with hazardous waste and if it is, how the company intends to manage, store, and contain
the waste to ensure it does not accumulate and become airborne.



| thank you for your time and consideration. While, | am not opposed to new area developments, |
believe that area industry needs comply with the minimal legal obligations for protecting the health and
property of residents, the environment and at the very least should provide a demonstratable benefit to
area residents. Failure to comply with the city requirements puts the lives, health, and property of
nearby residents like myself at risk. Despite the additions to the application, | feel there are still too
many outstanding concerns that have not been reasonably addressed and therefore | feel that at this
point the permit should be denied.

| thank for your time in reviewing these comments and trust you will do what is right to protect the lives,
property, and health of local residents by ensuring our laws are properly enforced.





